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which it can be adopted, shall be adopted, so that 
we may have all the facts upon the subject. If it | 


such power or means, it is due to them that this | Administration. 


call should be adopted; that a response should be 
had, in order that the country may know that they 
have not used any such means. . 

alike to the country and to the Administration that 
these rumors should be set at rest, either by show- | 
ing their truth, or by showing that they have no 
foundation in truth. 


now, in order that we may havea speedy answer, } 
| 


and know what has been done on the subject. 





I think it due | 
| 
| 
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Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 


— =e 


New earn. «<a. 12, 


| will be able to see any more clearly by having 


|| Mr. DOUGLAS. I made no charge; I made || another effort made to raise it, isa matter in regard 
be untrue that the Administration have used any || no insinuation of improper conduct against this ; 


I' merely referred to the fact, 


| which is well known to the country—which is 


well known to every Senator here—that the news- 


paper press throughout the country has been dis- | 


cussing this question, and that imputations are 


made against the Administration for improper || 
|| Interference to coerce public opinion, and suppress 
|| its free expression in California. 
| hope this resolution will be adopted—adopted | 


whether these charges are true or not. I have 


I know not | 


seen no evidence that justifies the belief that they | 


are true. And for the sake of the country | hope 


Mr. SMITH. As I intimated to the Senate in || that, when the disclosure is made, I shall not then 
making this motion, I desired to bring before the || find any evidence to justify this imputation upon 


Senate such resolutions as would excite no debate. || the Administration. 


| am very sorry that the honorable Senator from || the Administration makes, to my mind, a curious 


Illinois should insist upon the consideration of this || exhibition here. 


He tells us in advance that it is 


resolution at this time. If the resoluticn is adopted || a foul calumny upon the Administration, and then 


at all, it certainly, as it strikes me, ought to un- | 
dergo very considerable modifications, and the | 
subject will be likely to engross the entire attention | 
of the Senate during the morning hour. But I | 
desire to state, for the information of the honora- 
ble Senator and of the Senate, that I understand 
from a source of information upon which I can 
rely, that a most explicit communication has been 
made to the House of Representatives on this en- | 
tire subject, and that the President and heads of 


| 
Departments have been so particular as to commu- | 
} 


nicate copies of every single scrap or scrawl that is 
to be found iw thearchives relating to this subject, so | 
that the honorable Senator will probably learn and | 
be fully satisfied as to the truth of what | regard 
to bea most unfounded imputation on the President 
and the present Administration. And I venture 
to state further, that when these papers come be- | 
fore the public the honorable ean 

that the celebrated proclamation that was issued 





asks the Senate not to adept the resolution. He 
goes further; he says that the proclamation under 
which this enormity is said to have taken place 
was issued by General Riley under the orders of 
the late Administration. Thus, according to his 
own language, imputing what, if false, would be 
a foul calumny against the administration of Mr. 


and exhibit to the world. 


But, sir, the champion of | 


of the last Administration, call upon the Senate to | 
let us see whether this foul calumny against the | 


administration of Mr. Polk is true. 
opponents of that Administration to do us the 


made against the administration of Mr. Polk. 
And I call on the friends of the administration of 


I call on the | 


justice to test the trath of these charges that are | 


to which itis very difficult for me to form an opin- 


proclamation issued by General Riley was improp- 
er. Lhave not said that anything done by him 
while acting under the authority of the late Ad- 
| ministration was in the slightest degree reprehen- 
sible. I have cast no imputations whatever on the 
| late Administration, but I have stated broadly the 
fact to the Senate, which I repeat, that when the 
honorable Senator comes to examine these papers, 
which are now, or rather copies of them, in the hands 


| ion. I have not said, Mr. President, that the 
} 


| of the House of Representatives, he will find that 


that proclamation was issued by General Riley 
while acting under the instructions and by the 
authority of the last Administration, and before 





| he had received any instructions whatever from 
| the present Administration, 
| if L used language that implied the idea, | did not 
| mean to say, that the late Administration gave 
| General Riley any special instructions on the sub- 
| ject. 
|| responsibility. 


I did not say, sir, or 


I do not know but that he acted on his own 
I do not know what are the facts 
in relation to that matter. Nor shall I stand here 


| on the present occasion for the purpose of discuss- 
| ing the propriety of his conduct. 
Polk; and which, if true, he, as an enemy of that || 
Administration, should be the first to call forth || 
I therefore, as a friend | 


1 have a moat 
clear and decided opinion upon that subject. I 
would be the last man in this body to say that I 


| believe that he acted illegally or improperly in any 


respect, or that the conduct pursued oY. him was 
intended as a coercion of the people of California; 
but what I do say is, that the proclamation that 
was issued by an officer of this Government, acting, 
if I mistake not, not only as military commander, 
but also as civil Governor of California, was issued 
by that officer when acting under an appointment 





Mr. Polk to come forward and help me redeem || conferred upon him by the late Administration. I 


|| those calumnies. And I call on the friends of the ad- 


eman will learn || his chara@er and that of his administration against || 


by Gen. Riley, upon the basis of which this Con- || ministration of Gen. Taylor to show themselves | 
equally willing to show their hands on this subject, | 


vention was authorized, was issued under the au- | 


thority of the last Administration, and not under | 


the authority or by any instructions that were 
given by the present Administration. + 

Ido not wish, Mr. President, to occupy the 
time of the Senate in discussing this subject; but 


and let the broad light of the sun shine upon the 
transactions of the present and the late Administra- 
tions alike. Sir, it will not do to hide, to cover up 
this matter under the pretext of economy—that it is 


|| going to cost a few dollars to pay the clerks for 


I think the honorable gentleman, before he ventured || copying the papers. Sir, is not the vindication of 


to introduce into this body imputations upon the || this republican Government against the foul charge | « 
| istration has taken measures to coerce the people 


President and the present Administration, should 
have waited until the papers came before Con- | 
gress; and I think that the course which the hon- | 
orable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ciemens] | 
proposes to take in reference to this subject is en- 
rely right and proper. I understand that these 
papers are exceedingly voluminous; so much so | 
that when printed they will probably make an | 
entire octavo volume; and for the Senate to make | 
another call, and compel the heads of Depart- 
ments and their subordinates to copy all these 
papers over again, when they are already in the | 
hands of the House of Representatives, and are to | 
be printed at the expense of the Government, and | 
a copy, according to the practice of Congress, to 
be laid before every Senator, wouid seem to me to 
be a most unnecessary consumption of the time of 
the officers in the various Departments, as well | 
as an unnecessary expense to the Government. | 
Without, therefore, Mr. President, occupyingany | 
more of the time of the Senate on this subject, and 
with a view to the consideration of a subject which | 
| feel assured will not give occasion to debate, and | 
'n conformity with what seems to be the desire of 
the Senator from Alabama, I wish to move to lay 
this resolution for the present on the table; and if, 
when the papers come in, there is not a most full 


} 
| 
j 
| 





andl perfect response to every reasonable interrog- 
story, and a complete answer to even any un- 
founded suspicions in which he may see fit to 
indulge with regard to the course of the Adminis- 
tion, { will then most cheerfully unite with hiin in 
making a fresh demand. 
Move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion for a moment, in order to allow 
ign Opportunity to say only a word or two in 


12 





of improper interference to suppress public opinion 
and to corrupt the elective franchise of sufficient 
importance to justify the spending of a few dollars 


more in paying for the copying of papers? We | 


spend money for copying papers and for printing 
documents upon other subjects—upon subjects 
which do not involve principles so dear and so 
sacred as this. 


do not say by the special orders or directions of 
the late President of the United States, but acting 
| upon that authority, and before he received any 
instructions from the present Administration. 
| Therefore, thé responsivility of that proclamation 


| cannot be charged upon the President and present 


|| Executive of the country. 


This is all that I say in relation to this subject, 
and all that I desire to say; but what I characterize 


|| as a calumny, and [ think justly, is the suggestion 


of the honorable Senator, that the present Admin- 


\| of California into certain measures in relation to 


| 
| 


} 


| this subject. 

The honorable Senator says that he does not 
| make any charge of this character. | am very 
glad that he does not; but he mentioned here, in 
| the presence of the Senate of the United States, 
and before the American people, that such foul 


Sir, this is a charge that affects the country, that || calumnies are in circulation, which, by the way, 


affects the character of republican government; 
one that is calculated, if true, to fix a stigma upon 
our whole system of government—the charge that 


two Administrations under a form of government || a government in California. 
that lives and moves and has its being only by the || 


freedom of elections, have by fraud, by military 
force, by improper coercion, destroyed the free 


} 


exercise of the elective franchise, coerced a people | 


to form a constitution for themselves, under which 
they are to live, of which they themselves do not 
approve, with a view of bringing them in under 
such constitution into the Union, and thereby evade 
responsibility in the settlement of the agitating 
question of slavery. The charge has now become: 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| have never fallen under my notice—that the pres- 
| ent Administration had resorted to some measures 
| of coercion in order to secure the organization of 
J am not about to 
enter on the discussion of this question premature- 
ly; and therefore I will not say what judgment I 
| have formed or which the Senate ought to form in 
relation to this entire matter. 1 will leave that till 
we have the question before us in relation to the 
admission of California into the Union, provided 
the people of that country shall appear here witha 
constitution and solicit admission into the Union 
'at the hands of the two Houses of Congress. 
When the question comes before us we shall have 


| 


more serious, because now it is made directly || this entire subject for debate, and we shall then 
against the late administration of Mr. Polk, where- || learn how far the late Administration, and how 


as it-was only, by the newspaper press, made 
against the present Administration. I hope, sir, 
the charge is unfounded against both, and as a 
friend of the one, and an opponent of the other, I 
challenge the investigation, in order to let the 
world see whether it is true against either. | know 
the Democrats are ready to meet this charge against 
the late Administration, and we shall see whether 
there is a Whig on this floor who is afraid to raise 
the curtain as t6 the present. 

Mr. SMITH. ith rd to raising the cur- 
tain, all | have to say is, that it has already been 
raised once, and whether the honorable tor 


| 


| 


relation to this matter. 


| far General Riley, acting under the authority of 
the late or the present Administration, are respon- 
sible for any improper conduct or usurpation in 





Now, it is to me a matter of the most profound 
indifference what is done in regard to this resolu- 
tion. If the honorable Senator’s investigation of 
the subject will be aided at all by having all these 
papers copied and printed again, after the honor- 
"ble Senator has received one copy from the House 
of Representatives; if he ean be aided, or enbght- 
ened, or receive any information by having another 
copy of the same papers; if it is the opinion of the 
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Senate that that would be the best way of carry- 
ing on the basiness of the Senate and of the coun- 
try, | will make no complaint. But as the object 
of the honorable Senator from New York and my- 
self was to procure the consideration of certain 
resolutions which I suppose will give rise to no 
debate, and as this resolution certainly ought to 
undergo some modification—for, sir, there are 
clauses in it which I presume the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama himself, on some little consider- 
ation, will not require to be retained—I will move, 
in order to give time to the honorable Senator from 
Alub ma and other members of this body, to give 
the matter more mature consideration, to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope the honorable gen- 
tleman will withdraw that motion for a word of 
Se 

r. SMITH assented. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The matter now has assumed 
a more tangible shape than it did before, for we 
have an explanation which I understand to be by 
authority. 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then if not by authority, I 
do not know wherein or how the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Smrru] is authorized to say that 
this Administration had given no orders to Gen- 
eral Riley until after the date of that proclamation. 

Mr. SMITH. I said that no orders had reached 
him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not know where he got 
his authority forsaying that no orders had reached 
him, because I know of no one who could know 
that fact but General Riley himself and the Ad- 
ministration in correspondence with General Ri- 
ley. I do not know either how the Senator from 
Connecticut was authorized to say that the 
Administration have sent to the other House a 
copy of every letter, dispatch, scrap, or word that 
the Administration has written and sent upon this 
subject, unless he spoke by the authority of the 
Administration. I do not expect the Senator from 
Connecticut to avow in so many words that he 
stands upon this floor as the duly authorized and 
aceredited leader of General Taylor’s Administra- 
tion, to speak for them. Such, sir, has not been 
the custom of Administrations when they deputize 
leaders to speak for them upon the floor of Con- 
gress. In general, those leaders, when so ac- 
ercdited, if ramor be generally true as to their 
course of proceeding, have not been in the habit 
of speaking so boldly and emphatically as the 
Senator from Connecticut has now spoken, when 
he says that every word, every scrap, every 
letter, and every fact connected with this matter, 
has been copied by the Administration and sent to 
the House of Representatives. How does he 
know it? Is there a man in the country—is there 
a man in either House, who has yet seen this 
communication to the House of Representatives? 
t undertake to say that no man has had an oppor- 
tunity of seeing it. If the Senator from Connect- 
icut has seen this document—if he has seen these 
letters, papers, and these scraps, he saw them be- 
fore they were communicated to Congress; he saw 
them in confidence; he has been admitted where I 
am excluded; he is informed whilst we are kept 
in the dark, both upon this point and upon the 
time of sending instructions to General Riley, and 
of the reception of these instructions by General 
Riley. 

He, therefore, being enlightened on this subject, 
and [ being here groping in the dark, I submit to 
him whether it is fair that he should move to lay 
the resolution upon the table and suppress debate; to 
keep me in darkness whilst he pours out light in 
twinkling rays, that may serve to bolster up the 
Administration, and [ am deprived of the opportu- 
nfiy of seeing whether, if the whole flood of light 
was poured forth, it would not give a different face 
to the subject? I therefore submit to him, whether 
he, who is the accredited leader—he, who has been 
behind the curtain—he, who speaks by authority, 
has a right to come forward here and deny to us 
any proof or explanation, and then move to sup- 
sree and stifle this call upon the Administration ? 

deny, sir, that it is proper; and, what makes me 
more tenaeious on this point is the fact, which he 
has already given forth, that he opposes this reso- 
lution because it will have to be modified in many 
respects, as many of the interrogatories are inap- 
propriate, and in relation to other portions of the 
resolution the style must be changed, and that this 
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will take the whole morning hour to go through 
with. Ah, sir, is he enongh behind the curtain to | 
see that this resolution of the Senator from Alabama | 
is better drawn than the one of the House of Rep- | 
resentatives; that this one cannot be answered || 
without letting out all the secrets; that this one 
goes a little further than that; and just to the extent || 
that this one gees beyond the resolution of the || 
House it must be modified, and the additional in- | 
formation that it would procure must be sup- | 
pressed? To the extent only of the resolution of 

the other House, it may be answered. Sir, if there 

has been any special pleading by the Administra- , 
tion in this answer to the House of Represente- | 
tives; if it purports to be a full answer, and at the i 
same time would not be a full answer to this, I || 
want to adopt this, so as to make the answer a full 
one, and to include all those particulars that may | 
be omitted in the answer to the other; and, from 

the fact that this must undergo modification, that 

some of these inquiries must be stricken out, it | 
would raise the inference that there had been spe- | 
cial pleading, with mental reservation, in the an- 

swer to the other House, which this resolution, if 

adopted in its present shape, would drag forth to 

the light, with all the deformities charged upon | 
it. 

Why, sir, I begin to apprehend now that there || 
may be something in this matter. I tell the Sen- | 
ator from Connecticut frankly, that when I com- 
menced this morning I had not a shadow of sus- 
vicion that the answering of this resolution would 
implicate the Administration. I desired to vindi- 
cate the present and late Administrations and our 
republican institutions; but, sir, the course of the 
accredited agent of the Administration gives ground || 
for apprehension that there is some dark transac- 
tion hidden here, that these extra inquiries in this | 
resolution, if answered fully, would bring to light. || 
For this reason, sir, I do not desire the resolution j 
modified; I do not desire it curtailed; I wish an | 
answer to the whole. If this matier has all been || 
right, the Administration will stand vindicated be- | 
fore the country; if it has been wrong, the country 
has a right to know it, and, for one, I am deter- 
mined to help to bring it to light. I think, sir, | 
that it is due to the people of California—due to | 
the people of the United States—due to the present | 
Administration—due to the late Administration— | 
due to our republican institutions—that such a || 
stigma, or the suspicion of such a stigma, should || 
not rest upon them. 

Mr. CLAY. I really, sir, have no wish to in- | 
terfere in this contest between the two honorable | 
Senators—the Senator from- Connecticut and the | 


Senator from Illinois. 

It seems to me to be a pretty equal combat; for, || 
if the honorable Senator from Connecticut has the || 
advantage in size, as he certainly has, the honora- || 
ble Senator from Illinois has undoubtedly greatly 
the advantage in position, and makes up by that || 
for any difference there may be in point of size || 
between the two Senators. I] 

But, really, I have not risen for the purpose of | 
discussing the matter. I would like to know from | 
both the honorable Senators whether this is the || 
state of the case: That a resolution has passed the | 
House of Representatives calling for certain inform- || 
ation; that the information has been communi- | 
cated, but has not yet been made public, and laid | 
before us; that this resolution calls for precisely | 
the same information which the resolution of the 


| not to comprehend all that the gentleman desi 


_ though not precisely the same ground, it would 





House has called for; and without waiting to see 
whether the answer will supply what is wanting 
or not, it is proposed to pass this, and thus sub- 
ject the Executive Department to double labor in 
copying the same papers twice. Now, is this the 
act? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Without referring to the play- | 
fal remark of the honorable Senator from Ken- | 
tucky, I will answer his inquiry by saying that I] | 
do not understand that to be the fact. | understand | 
that there was a resolution introduced in the House 
of Representatives, calling for information on the 
same subject-matter that is embraced in the reso- 
lution of the honorable Senator from Alabama, | 


} 
i 
} 


| 
| 
| 
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tory until we get an answer to the j 
contained in this resolution. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, I beg leave 
the honorable Senator, with the most perfect vo, d 
nature, courtesy, and kindness—and | have : 
other feeling towards. any Senator—whether he 
had not better wait until the call of the House is 
answered, and I promise him, for one, that, if the 
communication, when published as 


$ t made to the 
House, shall be found insufficient, or shall be found 


nterrogatories 


(© suggest to 


» ° . ° res 

I will with pleasure go with him for obtaining a4. 

ditional information. r 
Now, it seems to me that, if they cover similar 


. : ve 
better to pause, to wait until the communication 


_ comes to us, and not needlessly impose upon the 


Department a repetition of the same labor. If the 
Senator will consent to wait until we see what jn. 
formation has been communicated to the House 
and that information prove to be msufficient, I wilt 
with much pleasure concur with him in taking up 
the subject and passing a resolution asking for ai- 


| ditional information. 


1 beg leave to add a single’ remark, and it is, 
that, if there has been this Executive interference 
in California to produce a premature birth of a 
State and a constitution, why, 1 think my worthy 
friend from Illinois, instead of eensuring this Ad- 


| ministration, ought to be profoundly grateful for 
, its liberality; for, if 1 understand aright, it has 
_ produced a Democratic child. It isan event which 
| the honorable Senator cannot fail to hail with 


pleasure; for certainly, if interference on the part 


| of the present Executive in California had produced 


this result, | suppose the honorable Senator wil! 


_admit that it would have been desired by them 
_that the child should have borne some other 


name. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. For the very reason that the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Cay} 
has just given, to wit, that this new child called 
California is a Democratic child, I was clearly of 
opinion that this Administration would not claim 


| the paternity of it; and hence I was unwilling to 


believe the rumor that I saw floating about throug 


| the press, that this Administration had coereed the 


people of California into the formation of a consti- 
tution; and, sir, | was unwilling to believe that 
there was anything but what they would be will- 
ing to bring to light at once, in order that we might 
see if they had acted fairly or not. Why, sir, | 
am inclined to think that I am as much responsible 
for inviting the people of California into this Union 
as the Administration, inasmuch as I brought for- 
ward a bill at the last session, the first that ever 


|| proposed to admit California into the Union asa 


State, and I am now willing to avow that, from the 
specimen I have seen of the California constitu- 
tion, and especially from the complexion of the 
elections that have taken place under it, | am in- 
clined to claim that the paternity belongs to me 


rather than to Gen. Taylor; and as the Senator, 


therefore, will compel me to let the secret out, my 
object is to vindicate the character of this child, 
which I believe to be my own, against such scan- 
dal as the Senator from Connecticut is attempting 
to inflict upon it. That, sir, | must confess, was 
one of my objects in drawing out this information. 
Another was this: I knew that, if 1 would wat 
until the answer to the House of Representatives 
should come in, and it was not satisfactory, the 
Senator from Kentucky would vote for a further 
inquiry. I believe 1 know that Senator welt 
enough to know that he has no desire and no mo- 
tive for concealment upon this or aay other point; 
but, sir, *] have practised law too long in trials of 


| criminal cases”—I use a quotation—* to show my 


evidence and my case to the opposite counsel first, 
and then allow them to ure new testimony (0 
rebat it.” I know, sir, that, even in privale 
claims, we object to withdrawing evidence after 
has been found insufficient for the purpose; we ob- 
ject to allow parties to swear a little harder to se 
if they cannot make eut a case. I do not believe 
that ie Administration-would vary the testimony 


which was introduced about the same time here. || they would send to us after they knew our objec 
The resolution of the honorable Senator is framed || tions to the first; but, sir, I do not wish to se 
in different language, and contains more extended || them that example, or to subject them to that 


interrogatories; the resolution is more searching || temptation. 
in its character; it is one which cotiid not well be || 


evaded, even if the disposition to evade such in- | 
quiry exists, which f think is not the case. But 
no answer can be obtained which will be satisfac- 





I would be unwilling to call forth the 
first answer, examine it, object to this part, uke 
exceptiofi to that, and then ask them to go on 8° 

make further developments. After we have 8 
quired the whole facts, let us make our commer'# 
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upon them. — Ido not wish to take a case up in 
preceineal ; give us the whole. 

And, sir, what serious objection has been urged 
against these resolutions? The expense of copy- 
ing a few papers! It is the first time in this y 
that so much time has been occupied about the 
paltry expense of copying and printing a few pa- 
vers. There must be something behind besides 
the expense, otherwise gentlemen would not be so 
anxious to procrastinate and put off the question. | 
However, | submit the question. I have no more || 
to say, except that I think these transactions ought || 
to be brought to light, and I will vote to adopt the || 
resolution now. | 

Mr. FOOTE. I rise only to offer a few observ- || 
ations; nor should I utter one word upon the || 
point under consideration but for the fact that the 
Senatorfrom Cannecticut (Mr. Smit] has thought | 
orope7 to Suggest, if not accuse, the late Adminis- 

-t m of being more or less to blame for aught of 
evil that may be apparent in the existing govern- || 
mental organization of California. Iu relation to | 
this charge | know—not perhaps as much as the || 
honorable Senator from Connecticut appears to \| 
know of the present condition of things—but a ] 
good deal, and enough to satisfy my mind that |) 
whatever has taken place in California of evil—if || 
evil has occurred there—the late Administration || 
jsnotresponsible for it. I cannot reconcile it, sir, || 
to my sense of duty as a member of the Democratic || 

arty—[ cannot reconcile it to my sense of duty || 
to the illustrious dead, traduced in our hearing 
this day, to permit, if I can prevent it, the innuendo 
from going abroad without being accompanied by 
an ample vindication. 

With a single other observation I will close these 
brief remarks. The honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut, who seems to be sufficiently well informed |, 
about a great variety of matters, has disavowed all | 
knowledge of the material facts, upon the presumed | 
existence of which this resolution has been brought || 
into the Senate. Well, sir, although he may have | 
scrutinized this subject in many of its bearings, it 
is most obvious that he has not looked into it in || 
allitsaspects. I will state to him a few facts, not } 
for the purpose of imparting knowledge, but for | 
the purpose Gf simply reviving in his recollection 
what he must have seen in all the public news- || 
papers of the country of extended circulation that 
{have met with, or most of them, from the New || 
York Herald down. And the first of these facts || 
is, that ail which has been charged in the course || 
of the present debate against the existing Adminis- | 
tration has been published in the most intelligible | 
form all over the country, and has been to a con- | 
siderable extent a subject of genera! remark in all | 
public places. How it happens that the honor- | 
able Senator finds it in his power now to declare | 
that he has never been informed heretofore of 
the existence of such a charge, | confess myself 
wholly unable to understand. I had heretofore 
recognized the honorable gentleman as a regular 
and diligent reader of newspapers, and should have | 

| 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 





supposed it hardl ssible that he should have 
failed to see it published in many of the now lead- 
ing gazettes of the Union, as most certainly | did, 
that a member of the California Convention itself 
(Mr. Botts] rose up in his place, just at that pre- 
tise moment when General Riley vacated the | 
chair in the Convention, which he had continued | 
‘0 occupy during its whole session, and said, in || 
substance, that he felt authorized to state the fact || 
that coercive power had been employed to bring | 
about the state of things then existing in Califor- 
nia, and that the constitution then about to be | 
adopted had been forced upon the people of Cal- 
fornia, He charged further that orders had been 
given, in the most solemn and imposing man- 
ner, by the powers at Washington, that unless 
such constitution as was adopted should be to 
the taste of certain high personages here—perhaps 
including the honorable Senator from Connecticut, | 
(for he may have admonished them on the subject || 
y a circular for aught I know)—unless such con- 
Sulution were adopted as would be suited to the taste 
of distinguished gentlemen in Washington, (in- 
cluding the President and his Cabinet,) the whole 
influence of the Executive would be thrown against 
admission of California as a noversigh tate; 
and that, on the contrary, in the event of such eon- 
Suiution as should prove agreeable beingeadopted, 
then that influence would be exerted, through all 


legitimate moses for the purpose of bringing Caii- 
fornia into the Union aa Tavares Gai 














< 








Now, I hope the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut does not impute to me any disposition to 
impute anything to the Administration or himself. 
Notatall. I state to hima fact that he was bound 
to know—a fact that has been published, and which 
must be disproved, or else this Administration will 
remain unvindicated. I state a fact which must 
be explained; in relation to which this Administra- 
tion must be defended, else it must suffer in public 
estimation. And here] must say that am rather 
disposed to sympathize with the Administration in 
reference to these matters. I am rather disposed 


to uphold than to condemn it; for, sir, it is unfor- | 
|| tunate that those gentlemen who take upon them- | 


selves the leadership on behalf of the Administration 


|| inthis hall seem not to inform themselves of the 


material facts which they are bound to know before 
they can completely, skillfully, and successfully 
perform their duties. From the beginning of the 


session until this time there has been a blundering | 


advocacy of this Administration ; a sort of advo- | 
cacy that is decidedly damning; a sort of advocacy | 
that would prostrate any administration. I feel 
for it. I condole with it. I feel for the honor of 
the American republic when the President and his | 
Cabinet can only be defended in the mode which | 
has heretofore been adupted by those who have | 
been his chief vindicators, never including of course | 


the distinguished Senator from Kentucky and those |; 
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gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, who, || 
from feelings of modesty, or considerations of pol- | 
icy, or other reasons equally potential, have ap- || 
parently declined any prominent connection with || 


the vindication from time to time of the Adminis- 
tion, which has been attempted by others. 


I again say, sir, but for the imputation cast upon || 
the Administration of President Polk by the honor- || 


| 
| 
| 


able Senator from Connecticut, I should be willing || 
that the resolution should be passed by for the || 


presents but, inasmuch as that imputation has | 


en indulged, I should not feel that I had per- 


formed my duty to the illustrious dead, whose || 
Administration has now terminated, and to the || 


Democratic party whose principles I revere, and 
to whose® cause I am devoted, if I failed to urge 
as I have done—notwithstanding the physical 


|| indisposition which is oppressing me—earnestly, 


although perchance tediously, upon the Senate the 


| propriety of immediate action on the resolution 


now before us. 


Mr. DAWSON. 


I do not desire to enter into 


i7 


——— 








and I am sure it never did to my friend from Ala- 
bama, that there was any such intention. Well, 
this morning this resolution, having been reached 
in the order of business, was again taken up, and 
the Senator from Connecticut rose and made to 
the Senator from Alabama the same suggestion 
that was made by myself a few days since. The 
Senator from Alabama—a Democratic Senator— 
the author of these resolutions, rose in his place 
and said, Mr. President, suffer these resolutions to 
lie over. He made the motion himself; perhaps it 
was not heard by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. FOOTE. I must say I did not hear it. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir; | presumed it 
was a mistake. I saw that the horses had gone 
off before the drum tap. The Senator from Illi- . 
nois has made very grave charges, though I do 
not think they were intended; but certain it is he 
used language that conveyed charges. He called 
on Senators to aid him in bringing to light some- 
thing which he intimated there was an attempt to 
conceal. Now, I call upon the gentleman to say 
whether there has been a single occurrence in this 
body that would justify the making of such an 
imputation, and allowing it to go to the country? 
If there was any Senator, Whig or Democrat, who 
attempted to cover up or conceal any act of Presi- 
dent Taylor, is there one here who would justify 
it? And yet, mark now, that by the reports that 
go to the country to-morrow morning, the country 
will be overrun by the idea that the Whig Sena- 
tors endeavored to cover over or conceal the acts 
of General Taylor. General Taylor would be 
incapable of making such a requisition of any 
honorable man, and no honorable man would suf- 
fer it to be made of him by General Taylor. And 
yet the charge was made, and it applies more di- 
rectly to me, because of the conversation that took 
place between the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama and myself on Monday. And yet the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois calls upon one party in 
this body to bring something to light which he 
represents it is attempted to conceal. Well, sir, 
there is not a Senator on this floor who believes 
that there has been any attempt at concealment. 

Now, sir, I shall vote for this resolution, and 


| my friend from Alabama knew that I would, His 


this discussion; but itds due to the Administration || 


—it is due to the country—it is due to ourselves, || 


| that the facts should be presented so that they || 


may be properly judged of. It is always exceed- | 
ingly unpleasant, sir, to hear gentlemen on either 
side make imputations that are calculated to injure 
any member.of this body. My honorable friend 
from Illinois has denounced here this morning the 


| 


language of Senators. He called upon Senators on || 





the other side of the house to help him in bringing 
to light something which he intimated Senators on 
this side desired to conceal; making an allegation 
as if gentlemen of the Whig party in the Sen- 
ate of the United States intended or attempted 


| 


to conceal any political act of this Administration || 


or of theirown. That isthe allegation. Thatthey | 
desire to coverup. To cover up what? Now let 
me give out to the country—Senators understand | 
it very well—that our body has become a theatre 
for electioneering purposes; it may do some good 
to the country. My honorable friend from Ala- | 
bama presented this resolution; he did it with the | 
proper feeling—a feeling which I appreciate and 
respect. A similar set of resolutions were pre- 
sented in the other branch of Congress, published | 
in the newspapers, and seen by us all. They 

were adopted in the other branch; and on Monday. | 
morning, when these resolutions came up in their 


order, I rose in my place and spoke over to my 
friend, the Democratic Senator from Alabama, 
and ‘su to him that the similarity of the | 
resolutions might dispense with a reply to both by 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
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the Executive Department. He very politely and | 
ae acquiesced in the suggestion, and, said he, 


we will let them pase by until we see what reply 
The resolutions were according laid upon the table, | 
and there they remained, sir, until this morning. 
Isthere any Executive interference here? Hasthere 
been any Whig Senator who sought to conceal 
any act, or to cover u 
to support the 
odium upon the past? It never occurred*to me, 


is given to the resolutions of the other House. | 


any transaction, in order | 
present Administration, or to throw 1 


motive and mine in relation to this investigation is 
the same; his desires and mine are the same; and 1 
am glad to hear the Senator from Illinois concur, 
though he claims the paternity of the State of 
California. I must suggest here that it was a 
tremendous offspring, and I thought it was too 
large to have been begotten by him; but I may be 
mistaken. I do not know how the thing was 
brought about. 

My only object in rising was to place before the 


|| Senate and the country the true position at least 


that I occupy in relation to the resolutions. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 must be permitted to thank 
the Senator from Georgia for the very interesting 


'| lecture he has thought proper to favor me with 


this morning in regard to the manner of conducting 
a debate, in the parallel that he has drawn between 
the conduct of the honorable Senator from Alaba- 
ma and myself. The honorable Senator has be- 
stowed upon me a very animated lecture, convey- 


|| ing the imputation that I had violated the decorum 


of debate with the avowed object of vindicating 
the decorum of debate. Not declaring it in so 
many words, but conveying that idea by implica- 
tion. How, sir, does he sustain that innuendo? 
He refers to the word calumny. He knows; or 
ought to know, that his friend, the acknowledged 
organ of the Administration here, has used the 
word. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator is mistaken. The 
word calumny never escaped my lips. I used the 
word “concealment” and the phrase “‘ cover up,” 
but I said nothing of calumny. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam very glad to hear the 
Senator say that he did not use the word. [know 
he thinks hedid not, and I am willing, in accordance 
with the usual courtesy observed in debate, to re- 
ceive the Senator’s explanation. 

Mr. DAWSON. [am quite certain that I did 
not use the word. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I stand corrected. In regard 
to this word concealment, that Whig Senators had 
shown a disposition to conceal facts, if he had list- 
ened to the debate he would have known that the 
Senator from Connecticut had in :he most dexter- 
ous manner attempted to conceal facts and to sup- 
pressia fall investigation upon the subject. I feel 








ay 


authorized to say it. Why do I say it? He 
wishes to get rid of this matter until we read the 
answer to the resolution of the House, and says 
that if this resolution is to be adopted it must be 
modified, showing that he is not willing, to allow 
the resolution to be answered as it now atands, 
that he thinks that the answer to the resolution of 
the House will be enough, and that this must not 
be adopted. I should not have deemed the mat- 
ter of much importance but for the fact that this 
Senator has shown in the debate that he must have 
been in communication with the President or his 
Cabinet upon this subject. Why, he informed the 
Senate that Gen. Riley had not received instruc- 
tions at a certain time; a fact that he could only 
know from that source. He informed the Senate 
that the Administration had sent copies of all pa- 
pers relating to this matter, specifying particulars 
—every scrap, every piece, every word—a fact 
that he could not have known properly except by 
communication with the Cabinet; he has intimated 
to the country—whether he chooses to avow it ex- 
plicitly or not—that he has been in communication 
with the Executive and his Cabinet on the sub- 
ject; and, having been so, he tries to evade action 
on this resolution, and if he cannot evade it, he 
says it must be modified and changed. 

Sir, does not this authorize the inference that 
there is an attempt at concealment, and that, too, 
by the Whig party? And the honorable Senator, 
sir, entertaining the opinions that be does, might 
fully as well have employed his time in lecturing 
that Senator instead of lecturing me; for what is his 
complaint against me? He says that I am in favor 
of adopting this resolution, and he told the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama that he should vote for 
it himself. He says now that he will vote for it. 
This is all lask him todo. And he complains of 
me because I am urging to be done what he pro- 
poses to do, and which his Whig friends and a part 
ofthe Democrats are willing sheuld be done. That 
is the position; and yet, sir, 1 am to be lectured 
here about the decorum and courtesy of debate. 
There is as much courtesy in not criticising men 
improperly; there isas much courtesy in refraining 
from assuming to correct other men, until you 
have corrected your own manners, as there would 
be in talking deliberately and kindly to a brother 
Senator. I do not pretend to carry a copy of Ches- 
terfield in my pocket; I do not pretend to prescribe 
to any brother Senator the rule which he shall ob- 
serve in speaking, the hour when he shall speak, 
or how he shall speak; but I do pretend to judge 
for myself as to what is duc to myself and to the 
Senate in debate, and I do pretend to say that it 
would have been more courteous in the Senator 
from Georgia to have replied to his friend from 
Connecticut, knowing that what I said was true, 
that he had attempted concealment upon this point, 
than it would to have made a charge against me of 
having misrepresented the Whig party. 

There is more of political tact in this mode of 
warding off the blow than there is of courtesy be- 
tween Senators. I do not shuffle off responsibility 
in controversy, by selecting out a man of the oppo- 
site party, and lashing him furiously, when I know 
that my own political friend needs it, and stands 
indefensible, and the evidence of that indefensible- 
ness is exhibited here by his being struck dumb, 
and unable to reply to the fact that he had shown 
that he had been in communication with the Ad- 
ministration on the subject. When I gave him the 
evidence, he became mute and dumb, ‘This must 
have been observed by the Senator from Georgia; 
and still I am to be lectured because | drew an in- 
ference unfavorable to the Administration. I sa 
sir, that he, and not I, should have been the eub 
ject of this lecture, and with the kindest feelings 
towards the Senator from Georgia, I suggest that 
I think he has committed a mistake, and has not 
watched the course of the debate, or he would not 
thus lecture me for want of courtesy. 

Mr. DAWSON, It has never been my habit, 
either in my public or private relations, to throw 
back language at all improper to myself. I ask, 
sir, whether any words f uttered when I was last 
on the floor were impolite or unkind; and if, on 
the contrary, they were not offered in the politest 
manner, and in the mildest terms? Why, I have 
never been in the habit of lecturing anybody, and 
I think the honorable Senator himself has taken 


> 


more of my remarks to himself than he is entitled || pose the reasons are all of a public and of notori- | 


to. My observations were these, and they were 
such as came home to the good sense and the hon- 
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orable feelings of every Senator on this floor: that | States on subjects with respect to which ever 


the idea of charging concealment to the party op- 
posite to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] 
was unjust and unnecessary. I saw nothing to 


justify his imputation of a desire to “‘ cover up”’ || occasions—the Senator from Illinois 


matters which the Executive Departmeni Jid not 
desire to have brought to the world, and I desired 
to ward off, so far as I could, all imputations of 
this kind. Weare ina minority here, and you 


| can pass, if you please, resolutions of any char- 


acter; but never has there been the first motion 
made by any Whig on this floor to avoid this in- 
vestigation. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Did not the Senator fron 


| Connecticut [Mr. Smirn] move to lay this reso- 


lution on the table to-day? 
Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from Connecti- 


cut rose and said that this resolution would pro- || 
voke some discussion, and that, as he and his 
friend, the Democratic Senator from New York, || 
| had some resolutions which they had concocted | 
between themselves for the benefit of their constit- | 


uents, they had combined and asked the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. CLemens] to allow his reso- 


lution to lie over. Is the Whig party responsible | 


for that? Why, I should be doing injustice to 
this body, and probably to myself, to again repeat 
anything I have said, but everything I did say was 
intended in kindness; and, when I desire to speak 
in language that is unkind, nobody will misappre- 


| hend me. [submit to the Senator and the Senate | 


whether the position that I occupied is not true in 
point of fact, and whether I violated any rule of 


Senatorial decorum or of personal intercourse in | 


stating itas I did? 

Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator from Georgia 
{[Mr. Dawson] says that he supposes that the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut and myself had combined 
in the preparation of some resolutions. Not at 
all. I know nothing of that Senator’s resolutions 


| except What I have learned from his public acts in 


reference to them in the Senate, and perhaps he 
knows as little of mine. My resolution is on the 
table, as is the Senator’s from Connecticut, and I 
was desirous to get at it, and supposed, it would 
pass without debate. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is what I mean, and the 
Senator’s explanation makes my position doubly 
strong. 

Mr. SMITH. I conceive that, after what has 
transpired in the presence of the Senate, and after 


| the remarks which I made, and which I pre- 


sume were very well undefstood by every mem- 
ber of the body, that proper self-respect will not 
permit: me to pass unnoficed the imputation 


| made by the honorable Senator from Illinois, that 


1 had indicated a desire to prevent a full develop- 
ment on this subject. The Senator may amuse 
himself as long as he pleases by repeating imputa- 
tions of this character. I say to that gentleman, 
and to the Senate, that I entered this body with a 
determination on my part to preserve the decorum 
of the Senate; and nothing said by him, or any 
other person, will ever induce me to embark in the 
miserable business of crimination and recrimina- 
tion. And further, I am willing that the facts, as 
represented in this body, should go to the country 


| side by side with the charge which the gentleman 


has made, and so often repeated. This is all I de- 
sire to say on this point. 

With regard to the suggestion which I made, 
that I thought these resolutions ought to undergo 
some little modification in some particulars that 


| are not very important. ‘The parts of the resolu- 
| tions to which I referred, when I made the sug- 


gestion, propound inquiries to the President in re- 
gard to facts that are perfectly well known to every 
member of the body. Now, it would hardly seem 


consistent with the dignity of the Senate, and | 


hardly show a proper respect to the Chief Magis- 


trate of the country, to inquire whether a census | 
has been taken of the inhabitants of California, | 


when we know there has not; whether the right 
of suffrage was established there, when we all 
know it was not; whether there have been election 
districts, or the election of officers—answers to 
which are perfectly well known to every member 
of this body. And then the concluding inquiry, 
as to the reasons the President has for supposing 


that New Mexico will soon apply for admiasion | 


into the Union, seems to me uncalled for. I sup- 


ous character, and I did doubt whether it was worth 
while to interrogate the President of the United 


| Senatar has all the information needed 
| But f desire to withdraw that suggesti 
|| say further to the Senate, that after ha 


At present, 
on, and to 
ving on two 
says three— 


|| moved to lay the resolution temporarily on the ta. 


|| ble, and after what has transpired here in 
\| of the Senate, I shall not repeat the motion | make 
| but leave the subject in the hands of the honorable 


|| mover and the body. 

|| Mr. BUTLER. I hope this debate will be a; 
|| once terminated. I understand my friend from 
| Alabama [Mr. Ciemens] .to have said that 
| although this resolution differed in its terms from 
| the one adopted in the other House, yet in impor: 
| itis the same; but, whether like it or not, the jp. 
| formation it has procured he thinks is sufficient for 
| 


all the demands of his resolution. 1 think, there. 
fore, that some courtesy is due to that gentleman 
when he rises and tells the Senate that all the in. 
formation he desires to obtain by his resolution 
will be obtained by the call of the other House: 
and to press its adoption, after a declaration of 
that character, seems to me to be making a cumy- 
lative call. My vote might not explain what js 
| my intention on this occasion, and I have there. 
| fore made this explanation. [ think there is no 
| one here who desires this information more than | 
| do. I feel deeply interested in obtaining it, and 
shall insist upon its being furnished; and if that 
information is not found in the communication to 
the other House, [ shall myself, or, in courtesy to 
my friend from Alabama, ask him to present a res- 
olution which will secure that end. I think it 
due to the President of the United States that this 
course should be pursued; and I will say further 
that I never will suffer my partisan feelings to be- 
come so apparent as to show that disrespect to the 
President of suppossing that he would suppress, 
withhold, or conceal anything this or any other 
department of the Government has a right to de- 
mand. I say this in justice to this Administration 
and to all Administrations. 

I know that there is a great deal of impatience 
manifested to adopt California as a child here. 
The Senator from Iinois [Mr. Doveras] is so 
impatient to adopt it, that at the last session of 
| Congress he was willing to legislate it into the 
Union ex rationis—when it had not even head, legs, 
or lungs to breathe. And now we see the same 
impatience manifested in regard to California. | 
| will but remark here, that when we get all the in- 
formation that is desired, it will be found thet 
when she does come into the Union, it wil! not be 
after the manner adopted by any State now em- 
braced in this Confederacy. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I desire to explain, 
[ do not profess to be either more courteous, more 
just, or more kindly than is usual among gentle- 
men attached to a political party, and deeply sym- 
pathizing in all that involves its ascendency; yet | 
should regret on this occasion to be regarded as 
disposed to practise gross injustice, discourtesy, 
or unkindness towards those nowin power; andl 
/must say to the honorable Senator from South 
|| Carolina [Mr. Butier] that | fear what has fallen 
| from him just now may be construed into a charge 
against some of us on this side of the Chamber of 
'| having directly accused the President and his Uab- 
inet of a desire to suppress, conceal, or withhold 
some one or more inaterial facts, information 1! 
regard to which has been sought to be attained 
by means of the resolution of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama. 

Mr. BUTLER. I said that the Senator from 
Connecticut had avowed that all the information 
would come which was desired, and, after that 
| avowal, I thought it would be wrong to persist | 
this call. : 

Mr. SMITH. I merely declared my belief that 
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the information would come. . 
Mr. FOOTE. I wish merely to say, that the 
idea | affixed to the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina would have gone to the country & 
the true one, but for the satisfactory explanation 
he has just given. I proceed to say, and I wish to 
say it in the most emphatic manner, that I have 
never heard any member of the Democratic per'y 
in this Chamber, even in the most confidential 10- 
terview, intimate his suspicions that the one 
or his Cabinet were disposed to mystify this se 


re in the least inclined to withhold in- 


|| ject, or 





formation which we had a right to demand. 
have certainly not so said, nor so thought. But 




















1850. 


must say again to the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut, in order to be consistent with myself, 
although it may be still “ harping on my daugh- 
ter,” that if he had not made that speech this 
morning—perhaps eloquent, and judicious inamost 
respects—if he ad not droppe 
marks, I would have refrained from offering any 
observations; and in a spirit of courtesy to the 


honorable Senator from Alabama, have been will- | 
ing to accede to his motion in regard to the disposi- 


tion of the resolution, which motion I have but 
just learned for the first time that he did actually 
make. TheSenator from Connecticut did indulge 
in more than innuendo, did state as his opinion— 
and his opinion is entitled to much respect in this 
matter, for it seems he has scrutinized the whole 
affair—that whatever had taken place in Cali- 
fornia under the administration of Governor Riley, 
which we would havea right to disapprove, if dis- 
closed to us, had been done under the authority of 
the late Administration. I say thisis an imputation. 
While I would be courteous toward the living, 
and exercise justice toward those in power, I feel 
bound by the most sacred of all obligations to vin- 


dicate the calumniated dead. It has been a maxim | 
with me through life never to speak of the dead, | 
or the absent, except in terms of commendation. | 
While I will not say the Senator from Connecticut | 
had feeling, or | 


inhis speech was Influenced bY 
disposed to do injustice, I will say that, in my 
opinion, he has unduly disturbed the ashes of a 
deceased President of the United States. He has 


uttered remarks which, though not intended to do | 
so, will rankle-in the sensibilities of his personal | 


and political friends, especially in the South, till 
this imputation shall be removed. That can only 
be done, in my opinion, by a full response to the 
inquiries contained in the resolution of the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama, now before us. And 


I say, in addition, that if this resolution is not com- | 
prehensive enough to give us thefullestinformation, | 
such as may rescue the late Administration from | 
undeserved opprobrium, I should like to see one | 


that will bring before us the fullest information on 


ble Senator from Connecticut that he is mistaken; 
and then, [ doubt not, he will acknowledge, with 
that magnanimity which I hope belongs to his 
character, that he has unintentionally done injus- 
tice. I have a proposition to make to the Senator. 
Ifhe will withdraw his charge against the late 
Administration, and rise up in his place and de- 
clare that he did not intend to say, and does not 
believe, that any part of the conduct of the late 
Administration in this affair is rae to the cen- 
sure he has bestowed upon it, [ will acquiesce in 
the proposition he has made, and relinquish all 
. desire to have this resolution pressed to adoption. 
_ Mr. CLEMENS. I hope no Senator will be 
infuenced in his action on this subject by any de- 
sire to extend courtesy to me, I ask nothing of the 
kind at the hands of any man. I desire them to 
Vote according tothe dictates of their own judg- 
ment, and to understand, too, what they are voting 
for. Ithas becomeso much the fashion here to dis- 
cuss everything but the precise question before the 
Senate, that it has come to be regarded as the reg- 
ular practice and custom, and the Senator who 
objects to it is considered captious and ill-natured. 
The question is not now whether this resolution 


shall be adopted, or whether I or anybody else is | 
in favor of it, or even whether we want the inform- | 


ation proposed to be obtained. That is not now 
the question. It was the question the other day, 


Doveras] voted against it. It is his fault that the 


one or two re- | 


information has not been furnished to the Senate; || 
and I must be permitted to express my surprise at | 
the new-born zeal to obtain it which seems to ani- 
mate him now. Why did he not vote for its 


adoption at the time he caused it to be laid on the | 


tablet Who prolonged this matter, and prevented 
us from receiving this information before this time? 
‘was the Senator from Illinois. He moved to 
y it on the table, and his vote carried it there. I 
ae, the question is not now whether we want this 
information, or whether it is necessary, or will be 
of public utility, bat whether it has pot already 
n furnished to the House of Representatives; 
and, if so, is it not an unnecessary requirement to 
callupon the Departments again to furnish it to 
us? That, sir, is the only question here now. I 
think it is very probable that the information has 
been already furnished, and I want the resolution 

















j 
| 


whether it has or not. 





|| tion in regard to this California matter ; and if that 
peopesed to be obtained by this resolution has not 





from Illinois in this matter. 
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passed by now for the purpose of ascertaining so far as I had spoken to them, desired to show on 
| the record that the 
1 do not intend, Mr. President, to avoid any in- || 
|| quiry that may be necessary to elicit any informa- || 


en furnished, I shall draw one which will get all || 
'| I want. ~ But I do not want the aid of the Senator || 
I can get along by || 
myself; or, if I cannot, I am willing at least to un- || 


|| dertake the task. I move, Mr. President, that the | 


|| resolutions be laid on the table. 
|| Mr. DOUGLAS: I claim the privilege of ma- 


'| king a single remark. As an act of courtesy, will | 
|| the Senator from Alabama give me the opportu- | 


|| nity, by withdrawing his motion? 

|| Mr. CLEMENS. No, sir. ® 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. 

|| the Senate, as an act of courtesy. 

} The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no way of 

|| obtaining what the Senator desires, except by a 

vote of the Senate. 

|| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I ask, then, sir, a vote 

|| of the Senate. * 

|| Mr. KING. I hope my colleague will with- 

draw his motion, and allow the Senator from Illi- 

|| nois to proceed. 


| 
| 





|| of my colleague, I will withdraw the motion. 
'| Mr. DOUGLAS. 
though I did not expect—yes, I do regret that the 


turn to this matter which he has. 
me with being responsible for the delay of this 
subject, because the other day, when he was 
anxious to have [t acted on, I moved to lay the 





| him that I would move to take it up in an hour. 
The reason I gave was, thatit had come up acci- 
|| dentally on a motion of mine to suspend the order 
of the day to get at the consideration of another 





'| take it up in an’ hour, and would voteforit. With 
from Alabama charge me with having postponed 
'| Can he with fairness charge me with having voted 


|| against this inquiry, when he heard me, and every 
|| Senator heard me, offer to vote to take it up in 


| told me he did not want me to do it, because it 
|| was laid on the table by a sectional northern vote, 
‘| and he wanted to prove and use that fact at the 


|| South—that the North would not allow the South | 


|| to have an honest investigation of this matter ? 
|| He had accomplished his object, he said. I told 
|| him, if he had accomplished his object, that I 


I ask the privilege, then, of 


I will not say that I regret— | 


|| fraud. 


|| the Union as a State. 
Mr.CLEMENS. Very well; at the suggestion | 


18 


; were not unwilling that the 
investigation should be made. And when it was 
whispered in private circles and here, that the 
North had been caught, and that it would be held 
up as & sectional vote against allowing this inves- 
tigation, several Senators spoke to me, and desired 
to have the question taken up. I desired to see it 
taken up for two reasons; one is, I saw that 
charges had been made against the Administration 
of an improper interference in the affairs of Cali- 


_ fornia, and I understood that the State of Georgia 


had passed resolutions censuring Mr. T. B. King 
for his agency there. I knew that Senators on 
this floor were under the belief that the Adminis- 


| tration had interposed to coerce and smother pub- 


lic sentiment in California. Knowing that fact, I 
desired to see an investigation of the facts; for, if 


| it turned out true, no man would be louder te cen- 


sure the Administration who perpetrated that act 


| than I, nor go further to bring to light the supposed 


If, on the contrary, there had been no im- 


| proper interference, and the people of California 


had exercised their own free will and choice, I 


| expected, with proper boundaries and under proper 


| 


circumstances, to vote to receive California into 
My vote, therefore, ina 
great measure, would depend on the facts to be 
disclosed by this investigation. When I was told 
that it was desired to put me into the position of 


|| having stifled inquiry, as a northern man, I was 


|| honorable Senator from Alabama has given the | 
He has charged | 


| '| what fairness, then, can the honorable Senator | 
the subject, so that we may prove to the honora- | 


| an hour; especially when I went to him in fifteen | 
minutes and offered to move to take it up, and he | 


| word on this subject. 
|| resolution on the table, at the same time assuring | 


unwilling to occupy that position. Hence my de- 
sire to have these resolutions come up, and to vote 
for them.” 
Mr. KING. I had no intention of saying a 
I much regret the course 


this debate has taken. I had supposed that it was 


| the wish of my colleague that this subject should 


subject; but I pledged myself that I would move to | 


be taken up and finally acted on, and I was not 
aware that he desired any postponement of it. It 
will be well recollected that, when it was taken up 
the other day, I appealed to my colleague that he 
would permit it to go over until the next day, so 
that we might go into executive session, as there 


_ was some business necessary to be acted on. 
|| it to this time, and with having caused this delay? || 


As to the disposition manifested by any portion 
of the Senate with regard to this subject, of which 
the Senator from Illinois has spoken, | myself 
knew nothing; and if the Senator has been told 
that there was any disposition on the part of any 
southern man to press this resolution with a view 


to effect an object different from what it expresses, 


] had not accomplished mine, and that I desired to | 
'| see the resolution adopted. Hence, I expected | 


|| that yesterday, when the subject might have been 


| brought up, the Senator would let it go over, and I 
'| expect he will do soagain. I wish toshow that Sen- 


_ ator that my object has never been conceaiment. I 
|| am anxious to see this resolution adopted, that it 


|| may not be said in the South that the North, as a | 
| section, has stifled investigation on this subject. | 


| That was my object to-day in laboring hard to get it 


| up, and I was astonished that the Senator from 


|| Connecticut did not understand the movement that 
|| was playing and going on. 

|| of by-play which | have understood all the time. 
Mr. BUTLER. Understood what? 


tor from Alabama did not desire to have that vote 
| reversed, because he wanted to hold me to my 
vote to lay the resolution on the table. This was 
understood by Senators all around me. 
Mr. BUTLER. I never heard of such an un- 
| derstanding. When the gentleman speaks of Sen- 
| ators all around, may I be permitted to say that he 
| takes in too many. 
|. Mr. DOWNS. The remark is certainly too 
broad. 7 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It has not reached 

as far as my seat. I have not understood it. 


reach even as far as this spot. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, I will explain. Sev- 
eral Senators came to me—I do not know how 





kept there by northern votes. 


It has been a matter | 
|| understood, 


|| Mr. DOUGLAS. Understood that the Sena- | 
however, and the Senator from Illidois [Mr. | 


Mr. BORLAND. I wish to say that it did not | 


many—and said they believed many were willing | 
this should be regarded as laid on the table, and | 
I was willing to | 
reverse the yote of the other dey. Other Senators, | 


let him name him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I went to the seat of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, just after the vote was taken 
the other day, in the kindest feeling, and said to 
him that I would move to take up his resolution 
at the earliest period on that day. He said to me 
that his object was accomplished; that it was laid 
on the table by an almost unanimous northern 
vote: his object was thereby accomplished, and 
he desired the South to understand the matter. I 


said that mine was not, and that he ought not to 
| make such a use of my motion, because he knew 


\\ ly, eres 
e 


I only desired to lay it on the table temporarily. 
He replied, you may have done so, buf you are the 
only one. Pete desirous, from that fact, that it 
should be taken up, and to have that vote reversed, 


so that no such use might be made of it, and I de-- 


sired also to have it taken up, because | think the 
resolution should be adopted. 

Mr. KING. My course in this body is well 
I have never concealed my purpose, 
but have gone straight forward to my object, fair- 
openly. I have no desire to have 
any vote taken here which would array one section 
of the Union against the other, or induce the im- 
pression that a portion of the Senators were actu- 
ated by sectional prejudice or any improper mo- 
tive. I have supposed that this resolution was 
introduced, as no doubt it was, in good faith, and 
for the purpose of obtaining information which we 
believe would be important before we act on the 
subject of the California bill. So betieving, | was 
prepared at all times to give my vote in favor of 
the resolution, not because [I suspected any im- 
proper conduct, or was disposed to bring charges 
against any department, but simply, as a Senator 
of the United Statee, to get such information on 


‘| the whole subject as would enable me to come to 


a correct determination in my final action on this 
subject. Was not this proper? Weare told, and 
by my colleague, that this information is in the 
House of Representatives, and therefore it is un- 
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necessary to make this call here. If that is the 
case—if my colleague is well informed on the sub- 
ject, and believes the call there has brought from 
the Executive all the information he wishes, then 
there is no necessity for the adoption of the reso- 
lution, provided he is aware that the information 
wil be communicated to us. I would inquire if 
this has been ordered to be printed by the House. 
Many important documents heretofore have not 
been printed by them, Even messages of the Pres- 
ident have not been printed by the House; they 
have refused to do it. If this information then is 
not printed, we do not get it. If it is printed, and 
embraces all the topics referred to in my colleague’s 
resolution, then I say it is useless jabor to copy it 
all over again. I am truly sorry to see that my 
friend from Illinois, [Mr. Doveias,] whom I have 
always been proud to call my friend, has been 
actuated by motives not precisely such as I ex- 

ected from him in the advocacy of this resolution. 
laondiant that, like myself, his sole object was 
to get the information we desire on this subject, 
and that no little miserable object was to be ac- 
compliehed by it, North or South. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to call his attention to the facts. I moved 
to take up the resolution because I thought it was 
dye to the Administration and to the country that 
it should be adopted. I therefore advocated its 
adoption this morning for public reasons, and I 
should never have alluded to the private reasons, 
had not the Senator from Alabama charged on me 
that I was the cause of the postponement. There 
were public causes for my course, but this fact was 
private and personal besides, 

Mr. KING. I cannot but regret that there isa 
disposition to indulge in personalities here. It 
should always be avoided, for it leads to no bene- 


exhibitions of this character hereafter. 1 say this, 
while I probably subject myself to the censure of 
attempting to lecture the Senate, which I would be 
very far from doing. 
has been here many years, and as one always 


tion of my colleague that he does not require any- 
thing more than will be obtained through the 


resolutions of the House, to postpone this matter || 


to a distant day, or to lay it on the table, if that be 





' 


| 


| 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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preferable, with the understanding that it shall be || 


calied up, if the communication of the House does 
not contain the requisite information. 


throwing, as | thought, imputation on me with 
others, that I felt bound to repel, has imposed on 
me the necessity of participating in this discus- 
sion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely meant those Sena- 
tors around me—those who had spoken to me on 
this subject. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I do not know that it is ne- 
cessary thatd should say more in relation to the 
meriis of this question, but there is a matter be- 
tween the Senator from Illinois and myself which 
requires that something should be said by myself. 


And | take occasion to say that a Senator who un- | 


dertakes to retail private conversation ought to be 
cautious what he says in relation to it, because if it 
should happen that the memory of the individual 


|| der is to exclude all personal remarks, and I hope || 
I regret || 
that the remarks of the Senator from Illinois, |! 


|| 
1} 
| 
i] 
| 
| 
1] 
\| 
i} 


and his own should differ, he might find himvelf || 


awkwardly situated. But he runs no risk in re- 
tailing what I said. My lips avow what I do, and 
my hand is ready to de bad it. I said to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois pretty much what he has related, 


and something besides which he has not told. I | 


did tell him, when he came to me and offered to 
make a motion to take up this resolution from the 
table, that I did not want his help. 1 did tell him 
also that the North had prove 





i 


i} 
} 


| 


|| offensive. 
anxious to see the members of this body preserve | 
that decorum and kindness towards each other | 
which secures to the body the respect in which itis | 
held throughout the country and the world. I 
shall vote, therefore, in consequenee of the intima- || 


|iantly fighting for southern rights, 


dent from this investigation, because the question 
of slavery was involved in it; that on a resolution 
of this sort the entire body of the northern democ- 
racy were found voting against it. I told him 
that I wanted to show to the people of the South 
that they were laboring under a delusion. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
not to read me out of the party. 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I beg your pardon, sir. I 
said the people of the South had been heretofore 
laboring under the delusion that the northern 


I voted against 


Democrats were their friends. . I said it was a de- || 


lusion, and I was glad to have an opportunity of 
explaining it to them. God deliver me from such 
friends as the northern Democrats! I would 
rather trust northern Whigs to-day. They com- 
menced the Bame earlier, and have not to go so far 
to getin a proper position. Look at the resolu- 
tions of Democratic Legislatures and the messages 


| of Democratic Governors, and the resolutions adopt- 


ed by Democratic conventions, and then tell me 
about northern Democrats being the friends of 
the South. They may vote in a body for the 
adoption of this resolution if they choose, but it 
will do us no good; because a similar resolution 


| has already been adopted in the House, and this 


investigation must go on. They come forward 


now, with their aid, when we can afford to dis- | 


pense with it. They tell us now they are willing 
to adopt the resolution, and the gentleman from 
[Illinois says it is necessary to put himself ina 
right position. What is that position? 


It is to | 


enable him to go before the country and to tell the | 


deceive them a little longer. 


of the northern Democrats. Put them to the test, 


| put something practical before them, and where is 
ficial results. [hope and trust we shall have fewer |, 


the aid which we get from the northern Democ- 
racy? 
The junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Sureips] 


| has seen proper to disavow a declaration made by 
I speak as a Senator who || 


me in terms which | suppose were meant to be 


| South that he is still a friend of the South, and to | 
That is the position | 


I will thank the Senator 1 
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| to the Senator from Alabama, an 





Jan. 17, 
to my friend from Alabama, who, | know 
as on in goos part. 

n conclusion, I will say that I painf ra 
the whole of thia affair, and lade 7, _— 
minutes something like the previous good feelj . 
will be restored among us. "S 

Mr. BUTLER. I heard all that passed, ang i 
am satisfied that the Senator from Ilinois [Mr 
Sureips,} when he rose to make the disavowal 
which he did, did not intend oo offensive 


I s. 
out having conversed with him. ay 80 with. 
Mr. SHIELDS. You are right, sir. I intendeg 


to make the explanation which the honorable S¢,,. 


» will 


_ator trom South Carolina has made. I agree wit), 


the Senstor from Alabama [Mr. Kine] that aij 
personalities are, in my estimation, disreputable io 


| this body, and I rose with an object, so far from 





benefit, what I said before, that I am responsible | 


here and elsewhere. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
order. 
remarks should not be allowed. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama allow me 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the point 
of order? 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 





The point of or- 


it will be enforced. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will my friend from Alabama 
allow me? 

Mr. CLEMENS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 hope my friend from Alabama 
will allow me to say to him that I am sure one or 
two of his remarks must have fallen from him 
without due deliberation, as I know is the case 


with myself often in the heat of debate, and as I | 


believe is the case with himself on this occasion. || 


I have been here for some time, and I have had free 
and unreserved intercourse with certain northern 
Democrats, whom I esteem,and whom I hope my 
friend from Alabama will hereafter have cause to 
esteem also. I could mention a great many names 
to him whose merits he would recognize at once. 
That many friends have fallen off from us in the 
North is true; but perhaps the South herself has 
not always stood by her friendsin the North. But 


| we have very many faithful, tried friends; some 


who have fallen victims to fanaticism whilst val- 
There are 
some in this Chamber who have always stood no- 
bly by us, and who manifested even Roman firm- 
ness, and will do so yet, 1know. And there are 
men out of this Chamber, whom I could name— 
such men as George M. Dallas, James Buchanan, 


knew—that the northern Democrats wanted to || and true—for whose fidelity and firmness I would 
shield the President from this investigation, be- || vouch as soon as I would for any southern man. 


eause the slavery question was involved in it. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I disavow, for myself, — 
such imputation, that I gave a vote for any suc 


at liberty to disavow it if he sees proper. I 
that I said it, and I say it now, and I am res 
sible for what I say, sir; that the people of the 
Northern States were willing to shield the Presi- 


| 
| 


1} 
| 


repeat || my u 


| 
| 


The conduct of these hig? pomenenes is part of the 
history of the country; and thinking that, for the 


moment, my friend from Alabama was mistaken— 
Purpore, for | cannot believe he intended to do injustice in 
r. CLEMENS. The gentleman is perfectly || making the sweeping remark which, according to 
aicuaion, would exclude from us the hope 

n- || of having any friends north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line to support and vindicate us when assailed by 
our enemies—I venture to make these suggestions 

° 


what I always || Levi Woodbury, and a host of others, good men | 


| 





| 


i 


I call the gentleman to ! 
I wish to say that in debate such personal || 





} 


| 


| strife to the Union? 


| saying anything offensive, with the express desire 


to sausfy the Senator from Alabama [Mr. CLemeys 
that in giving my vote to lay this resolution onthe 
table, I did it without any intention whatever jo 
affect the question of slavery in the South or abo. 
lition in the North. I knew of no such intentioy- 
and I now assure that gentleman that 1 had the 
wish to say anything offensive to him or any other 
member of this body. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I am glad to hear the hon- 
orable Senator’s statement. [| am glad that this 
episode is happily ended; and to the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi I will take occasion to 
say that there is no man in this body for whom | 
have a more sincere respect or kinder feelings, 
He has, as he has a right to do, presumed on ay 
acquaintance of long standing and many acts of 
kindness extended to me, to set me right, as he 
says, in this matter. I may not be right in saying 
that the entire ig of the northeri: Democracy 
are against us, but [ am not wrong in saying that 
there is not a Legislature, Democratic or Whig, 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, that has not in- 
structed its Senators to do what the Legislature of 


|| my State has declared to be a cause for the dissolu- 
I repeat, therefore, for his especial || 


tion of the Union. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. You are wrong. The 
Legislature of my State has never done it, 

Mr. CLEMENS. Lam glad that there are some 
of them who have not done so. But there are 
representatives here who do not need to be in- 
structed. It is true, however, sir, that—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Will my friend 
allow me to interpose a single remark? 

Mr. CLEMENS. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would say, then, and I say it 
to him with the more confidence on account of the 


| high regard I Rave for him, and the sympathy I 


have in his present position. I am myself subject 


| to the same feelings of excitement, and especially 


on this subject. It is a subject on which we all 
feel, and feel deeply, and on which we are apt to 
speak strongly. But is it well to reopen the wounds 
which have already been inflicted in this sectional 
Is it well to point to the 
wrong-doings of others, that they’ may recriminate 
on us, and widen the breach which already exists, 


_and increase the danger which already threatens 
'us? Lask my friend to calm himself, in order that 
| his remarks may only be applicable to so much of 


this discussion as has a bearing on his position ln 
connection with this resolution. 

Mr. CLEMENS, I will take the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and let the matter 
pass. I will say, then, in relation to the only mat- 
ter which should have been discussed, and the only 
matter legitimately before the Senate, and the only 
matter that I have been anxious to say anything 
about, that the adoption of this resolution now !s 
unnecessary ; as the information it seeks is already 
obtained in the House of Representatives, and it 
is not necessary that it shall be copied over again 
and sent to us. My object was to get early lu- 
formation, and we failed to get it. Upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from illinois, no matier from 
whatever cause it waa made, it was his motion 
and his vote which caused its postponement, and 
in. consequence of that we have failed to get the 
information at the time we desired. He says he 
made the motion because there were resolutions 0 
file which he wanted to have adopted, as they could 
be without producing discussion; the same stale 
of the case applies now. There are resolutions 
that it was desired to get at this morning for pre- 
cisely the same reason. There is the stronger 
reason that then the information had not been fur- 
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niahed 6 the House of Representatives, but now 
ithas. I move to lay the resolution on the table, 
and {give notice that 1 will not withdraw that mo- 
tion again. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope the honorable Sen- 
ator will withdraw it to allow me to make an ex- 
planation. 


Mr. CLEMENS. 
matter. : 

Mr. DICKINSON, ft is partly personal and 
partly political. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Then f will not withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I will then appeal to the 
Senate, and ask as a favor that it be not laid on 
the table. : 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on 
the table,.and it was rejected. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have taken no part in 
this debate, Mr. President, and I regret that it has 
arisen, and especially that it has passed beyond its 
own boundaries. In the hour which is usually ap- 

yropriated to morning business, | was engaged in 
attending to my correspondence, which is my cus- 
tom, and I therefore paid but little attention to this 
matter. But some things have fallen from hon- 
orable Senators during this debate, and especially 
from the junior Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Ciemens,] which require not only to be noticed, 
but to be noticed here and now. Sir, that Sena- 
tor, when he undertakes to characterize the sen- 
timents of whole communities, and the opin- 
ions of entire bodies of men, comprising a large 
majority of the people of this Union enters 
upon the execution of a work which might 
well have been left to older, if not to better sol- 
diers. In regard to this matter, Mr. President, 
though | have done no more than others, [ think 
I may say, without the fear of contradiction, or of 
being charged with unnecessary egotism, that I 
have stood up toituponailoccastons. Ilongsince 
saw that it was a question fraught with perilous 
consequences. [ saw that there was an evil spirit 
of sectionalism rising both in the North and in the 
South, having for its object agitation for sectional 
advantages, and T have condemned it secretly and 
openly—in thought, word, and deed. I never have 
lent myself to such unholy and wicked designs, and 
ifGod gives me that strength which he has thus far 
inmercy extended me, I here declare again, where 
itshould be declared, that [ never will, but that I 
will lend my best energies to crush and destroy it. 
Ihave stood here under the sanctions of an official 
oath and the requisitions of the Constitution like 
Casabianca upon this question, which has so un- 
fortunately, to say the least, agitated the country 
for the last few years, and here I will stand, even 
though immolation be the consequence. Others, 
too, of my northern democratic brethren have 
shown no less devotion to the Constitution they 
have sworn to support. I have stood up, not for 
the South, but for the rights of all, as guarantied 
by the Constitution. I have disregarded personal 
consequence, and have scorned to count the 
chances of ephemeral popularity and place. I 
have permitted reproach and obloquy to dachaite 
on me their exhaustless quivers of poisoned ar- 
rows, that I might secure the right; and when [ 
hear myself, and those with whom I have acted, 
in rolling back the black and bitter waters of sec- 
tional strife, denounced as unworthy of reliance— 
all in one grand mass excommunicated from com- 
munion and fellowship with the democratic church 
—in a single verse, and told, too, that we are less 
to be tolerated than our political opponents, I feel 
inclined to repel, in pointed and emphatic phrase, 
a denunciation so wholesale and unjust. 

Mr. CLEMENS. [call the honorable gentle- 
man’s attention to the resolutions of the 7th of 
January , 1847, the 10th of January, 1848, and to like 
resolutions of 1849, of his own State Legislature. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I cannot now speak of the 
*Xact import of the resolutions. They-were doubt- 
€ss of an anti-slavery character, and similar to 
those passed by other Legislatures, North. It is 
well known that I differed with those who passed 
them upon the best mode of disposing of the ques- 
tion, and this responsibility I will settle with those 
Who have a right to call me to account, and not 
with those who have not. The Legislatures which 
passed them have been sometimes considerably di- 
vided among themselves. Sometimes they have 
passed with great and sometimes with less una- 
nimity. ‘The northern sentiment upon the subject 


I will do so if itis a personal 
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ject has been introduced. 


of slavery is in many respects entirely dissimilar 
to those of the South; but when we are told that 
there must be a sectional issue raised because of 
this, let the voice which so declares come from the 
North or from the South, I stand here to repudiate 
it. The people of the North regard the question 
of slavery as a constitutional guarantee, precisely 
as do the people of the South, and as such are 
ready to respect it. It is the political agitators in 
both sections who have made all the mischief. ’ Sir, 
take a small number of men out of the northern 
and also out of the southern sections of this Union, 
or silence their clamor, and this accursed agitation 
could be settled in less than a single week. I am 
for maintaining the Union in spirit as well as in 
form; and I have deprecated the assaults which I 
have seen made upon the Constitutiongccasionally 
in the non-slaveholding States, in the refusal to de- 
liver fugitives from service according to a solemn 
provision of that instrument. Bont this, sir, I look | 
upon as a matter which must be reformed at home, 
as it will be by a sound and healthy public opin- 
ion, when it shall set a just estimate upon the in- 
terference of political agitators, and condemn a 
morality that is purer than the fundamental law. L 
desire to preserve in all its vigor the glorious inher- 
itance which our fathers gave us; to see the South 
secure in the full possession and enjoyment of their 
constitutional rights. I have stood by them when I 
thought them right, regardless of peril, and will 
now aid in shielding them from unjust and improper 
aggressions upon their institutions. In this struggle 
numerically they are the weaker party, and when I 
have seen them unjustly assaulted and assailed, my 
sympathies have been with them; and I have ex- 
posed and denounced not only the sectional agita- 
tors, but have warned those against excitement 





whose views and intentions are just, but who have | 
been provoked to retaliation by just such wholesale | 


sectional assanlts as are now heaped upon the 





North by the Senator from Alabama. Sir, crimi- 


nation begets recrimination; and although men | 
may put on the garb of philosophy for an occa- 
sion, they are yet liable to be betrayed by impulse | 


and excitement; and when they hear distinguished 
southern men day after day making sectional ap- 
peals, grouping all together and condemning all in 
gross, without stint or exception, they in their 
turn will make other declarations, and thus the 
work goes on. 


and thus sectional agitation makes the meat it feeds 
on. I have already said I regretted that this sub- 
a Allow me to say, that 
I do not regret that it is about to reach its culmi- | 
nating point. I care not how soon this may be | 
the case. I believe that the great mass of the peo- 
ple of the South are honest, just, and generous, and 


One sectional agitator begets | 
another—a blow given brings a blow in return, | 


that all they desire is to remain secure in the pos- | 


session of their rights. 
great mass of the people of the North are equal! 
just and equally generous, and true to the Consti- 
tution, inl that they too desire nothing more than 
what they deem to be their rights, and the rights 
of the whole people, and best calculated to advance 
the honor of the Confederacy and the interest and 
happiness of mankind. When reviled I will not 
revile again. I will by no means repudiate the 
southern Democracy. They have too often proved 
themselves worthy of the name they bear. 
sir, upon the question of this Union, much and 
radically as I differ with them upon other questions, 
will | repudiate the patriotic among our opponents. 
This question shoots too deep and stretches too high 
to be measured by political parties, and when the 
day of trial comes, if come it does, every patriotic 
man will breast himself for the shock, and sectional 
agitators will be foiled. The Constitution throws 
its broad zegis over this mighty Republic; and its 
eople worship at its shrine with more than an 
astern devotion. They have contemplated the 
priceless value of the Union. They have thought 
of the blood and tears by which it was purchased. 


I believe too, sir, that the | 


Nor, | 





SS 





They see the proud vessel bearing majestically on- | 


ward, and they exclaim in the language of the poet: 


* Thou, too, sail on, O ship of State! 
Sail on, O Union, strong and great! 
Humanity with all its fears, 
With all the hope of future years, 
Ts hanging breathless on thy fate ; 
We know what master Jaid thy keel, : 
What workmen wrought thy ribs of steel; 
Who made each mast, and sail, and rope, 
What anvils rang, what hammers beat, 
In whata forge and what a heat 
Were shaped the anchors of thy hope.” 


| 
i 


| 
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They will cheer on this noble ship; they will 
stand by this Constitution; they will adhere to this 
Union; and, although the sordaann people are op- 
posed to the institution of slavery, the great mass 
of them have no intention or disposition to trench 
improperly upon the constitutional rights of the 
South; and this they will prove, should the occa- 
ston arise, even though they should sell their lives 
in her defence. Sir, if it should come to the worst, 
as it never will, so firmly are the northern people 
devoted to the Constitution, that if armed incendi- 
arism, foreign or domestic, should push her mad 
crusade against the South, and she be placed in 
peril, I am free to declare, for one, and so I believe 
would every patriotic man of the free States who 
had a sword to draw, draw it in defence of their 
southern brethren, and of the rights guarantied to 
them by a common compact, and stand by them to 
the death. [Applause.] But, sir, they will only 
stand by her when she ts right; and so long as she 
is so, no swords will be called into requisition, ex- 
cept against a foreign and a common foe. The 
very heat, natural and artificial, to which sectional 
agitation has attained, will work its own cure. I[t 
will burn itself out. Northern agitators and south- 
ern agitators will find themselves side by side in 
their errand of mutual mischief. And the great 
mass of the American people will look upon this 
Union as it is, and upon southern rights and north- 
ern rights as they are, and will stand by them and 
protect them. 

These territorial questions, this District of Co- 
lumbia question, this question of jurisdiction in 
forts and dock-yards, arsenals, and navy-yards, 
and so forth, are mostly questions temporary in 
their character; and together with the question of 
fugitives from service would be soon settled by the 
good sense of the right-minded, were it not for the 
wholesale denunciations of men grouped together 
in whole communities and States, on one hand de- 
nouncing the North, the North, the North; and on 
the other hand tke South, the South, the South. 
This provokes the greater part of this struggle; and 
I would suggest whether it would not be more wise 
if gentlemen would exercise a little forbearance, 
always remembering the saying, “let him that is 
without sin cast the first stone.’’ [ am willing to 
admit that the great mass of our southern friends 
treat this question as it should be treated; and I 
am pleebel to see them stand up boldly as they 
do for their right of being let alone. I am gratified to 
hear them, in a proper spirit, stand by their ineti- 
tutions and defend them; for it serves to show, 
what some seem practically to forget, that this 
Confederacy is a sisterhood of free and independ- 
ent States associated for a few common purposes, 
and not a consolidated Federal Government. The 
North and the South stand together upon one great 
constitutional platform, and neither has a right to 
claim superiority over the other. The people of 
the South have institutions that are sensitive and 
that can be endangered by agitation in the North, 
and in opposing such agitation I have been will- 
ing to throw myself into the breach to turn it 
aside; I have attempted to call the attention of the 
northern people—nay, of the whole American peo- 
ple—to the danger of agitating this question; and 
I would say in all kindness to my friend from 
Alabama that he gives more food in one speech for 
the nourishment of the Abolition movement than 
all the Garrisons, Wendell Phillipses, and Abby 
Folsoms, and all the speeches of all the ** Free 
Soil” agitators and abolition demagogues put to- 
gether. He does more to provoke assaults 
upon the institutions of the South than all that 
abolitionism has ever been able to accomplish in the 
hour of its most fiendish triumphs. I beg of that 
honorable Senator when he has anything to say 
hereafter—unless he is impelled by a strong sense 
of duty—that he will not attempt to foment and 
carry on this sectional agitation. To what end 
and to whose good will result the dissolution of 


| this Union, from the contemplation of which every 


patriotic mind instinctively recoils with horror? — 
I sing no hosannas to a Union without a consti- 
tution. 1 admit that when the life and spirit have 
departed, the frame-work will be valueless and will 
tumble to decay. But the spirit has not yet de- 
parted—the life is not yet gone. Itis true it has 
received many assaults, but it is capable of receiv- 
ing and sustaining many more. Let those who 
are disposed to indulge in agitation ask for the 
rights guarantied by the Constitution oniy, but 
when hey ask for these, let them not ask for what 
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the Constitution does not guaranty. Let them not rights, but with reference to a tem 


provoke assaults themselves, while decrying the | 
assaults they invite. 

The honorable Senator from Alabama repudiates | 
and caste off the northern Democracy. They will, | 
however, do no such thing with him. They will 
retain him in full membership, but endeavor to 
teach him some instructive and useful lessons. And | 
upon this subject of reading out the entire Democ- | 
racy of fifteen States of this Union, they will re- | 
quest my young friend from Alabama to tarry a 
while at Jericho until his beard shall have grown. | 
[Laughter.] -I greatly admired parts of a speech | 
which that honorable Senator delivered here a few 
days since. He therein depicted the position of | 
the South in glowing and eloquent terms, and ina | 


manner which was well calculated to call the atten- |, 


tion of the American people to this question. And | 
if we could at all times keep in view the high des- | 
tiny of this nation, and the high duties of those | 
clothed with power,—if the American people would 
set their seal upon political hobby-riding for a 
misereble party advantage upon questions of this 


import,—there would be no trouble; or none which |! 


did not exist at the time of the original formation 
of this Government. This question of slavery was | 
one of difficulty then; and the same spirit of patri- | 
otism which rose above it then, the same principles | 
of compromise which led to the formation of the 
Constitution, must preserve it. The Democracy 
of the North are not, and cannot be made, a mere 
sectional party. Our Government, in one sense, 
exists in the organizotion of national political par- 
tics; we have nothing separated from politics. If | 
poe make a sectional party in the North, you will 

y the same act make a sectional party in the 
South. If you thus divide the Democratic party 
you wil! also divide the Whig party; and when 
you divide these parties into sectional portions, 
the result will prove that you might as well put an || 
end to the Constitution and the Union. 

I have spoken only because I felt assured that 
the remarks of the Senator had a direct tendency 
to create and foster sectionalism, and to produce, |) 
what we all deprecate, a division of political par- | 
ties by a sectional line—the formation of provis- | 
ional sectional governments, and then a dissolu- |, 
tion of the Union. Sir, this Union can never be | 
dissolved, if representatives in Congress will only | 
do their duty. If they will abide by the princi- || 
ples which their fathers taught them; if they will || 
treat each other with kindness, and courtesy, and || 
conciliation; if they will béar and forbear, and be | 
as firm and as true as the masses of the people, | 
all will go well, and this Republic will be able to 
outride the dark lowering storms which threaten 
its existence, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have heard the question 
raised several times during this debate, whether 
the call of the House of Representatives had been 
answered, and I have heard it denied that it had 
been. I got a member of the House to ask the |. 
Speaker whether it had been answered, and the |, 
Speaker replied that he was not aware that any |. 
answer had been received. I hope, therefore, as 
it obviates the whole necessity of laying this res- || 
olution on the table, that there will be no further 
objection to its adoption. 

ir. DOWNS. 1 am very sorry for the direc- 
tion that this debate has taken. I am sorry for 
the position taken, and the feelings which have || 
been excited; and, as a member of this body from 
the South, entertaining very different sentiments || 
from the honorable Senator from Alabama, who | 
has just addressed the Senate on this subject, I 
feel it my duty to disclaim the opinions he has ex- | 
pressed in relation to it. 1 donot, Mr. President, || 
understand that when the Senator from Illinois, 
some days ago moved to lay this resolution upon 
the table, it was with any intention to defeat it, or 
screen the Administration from this investigation, 
on account of its connection with the subject of 
slavery. I take this occasion to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, tha: | have known the Senator and acted 
with him for some time bere. I have always || 
found him, and I believe that I shall always find } 
him hereafter, straightforward and direct. He | 
says what he means, and does what he says; and |) 
when he declares to the whole Senate here that he || 
made the motion, not for the purpose of defeating || 
the resolution, but with the object of getting up || 
some other resolution, I believe the South will be- | 
lieve it, and will consider it a motion azd a vote, || 
not with reference to constitutional questions and | 
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nience only. 


If, then, any of the southern members here, or | ment here; but especially after the ex 


southern men elsewhere, are disposed to turn out 
of the democratic party all of that branch of the 
party residing at the North, 1 am not one, sir, and 
do not wish to be so understood. I do not believe, 
Mr. President, that they are against us. I think 
that their whole history has shown that they are 
not unfriendly to us; but that, on the contrary, the 
most useful and efficient exertions have been made 
in our behalf by them. 

I believe, Mr. President, that this question is to 


out disunion, and whoever agitates this subject the 
more b 





Mr. CLEMENS, (interposing.) I rise to say | 
that it is unfair to continue this discussion, and |; 


| 


| 
| 
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porary conve- | It was not for the purpose of debating this subject 


which I should not wish to do, after the exces 
1 . 
the honorable Senator from Illinois, (Mr. De 
LAs,] who tells us that the statement of the ca 
tion of a reply by the House of Representatives . 
a mistake altogether; and how it got here, I do oo 
_know. I wish to say I think we ought now be 
common consent, to endeavor to pour oil upon th 
troubled waters. I hope the proposition will : 
adopted, [several Senators: **Agreed,’’] and i 
pecially that there will not bea single southern 


, 7 es 
sto State which will vote against it. 
besettled, and settled without commotion and with- | 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. CLEMENS. I can explain, sir, how this 
matter got here. It was stated by members of the 
House of Representatives, and also by other Sen. 
ators to me, that the answer to these resolutions 
was received in the House. This is the fact. The 


comment upon my remarks when I was stopped || answer is there; but it has not been opened. Tie 


in the midst of them, at the suggestion of an hon- 
orable Senator. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I did not stop the Senator. | 
Mr. CLEMENS. I refer to the Senator from | 


Mississippi, who requested that I would suspend 
the remarks which | had commenced to make. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator is 
right. I interrupted the Senator just at the point 
when he was going into the proofs to show how 
far the Democracy of the North is infected with 
the spirit of abolitionism. What his conclusion 
would have been, therefore, he has a perfect right 
to say that no one can know. What proofs he 
intended to submit, it is impossible for any one to 
say. I trust, therefore, that advantage will not be 
taken, to comment upon the few remarks that the 
honorable Senator did submit in part, as he was 
induced to give way at that point for the very whole- 
some purpose of stopping an agitation which might 
lead to stull more disagreeable consequences. 

I am one of those who have seen northern Dem- 


ocrats stand firm under the most trying circum- | 
| stances; and I admired them the more for the 


danger which I believe they encountered in their 
advocacy of our rights. The Senator from New 
York [Mr. Dickinson] has come out more boldly 
to-day in the expression of his opinions than ever 
before; and I venture to affirm, that never was he 
so poorly sustained at home as in the present crisis. 


I admire him the more that his courage rises the | 


higher, the greater the danger which surrounds 
him. He expresses hopes which I trust will be 
fulfilled. I trust that the dangers which now 
threaten will be removed, and that the further dis- 
cussion of this question will prove that he is not 


alone upon this floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (interposing.) 
Does the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Downs} 


| yield the floor? 


Mr. DOWNS. For explanation. 

Mr. DAVIS resumed. The Senator from New 
York has not been alone. Other Senators have 
been ready to sustain the Constitution, though 
they may have been against the institution in the 
abstract. They have frequently taken occasion to 


'avow that although, as an abstract opinion, they 


were opposed to slavery, yet, in their legislative 


_action, they were ready to stand by the Constitu- 
tion. Nor is this confined entirely to our own 


party. Who does not remember the response of 
the Senator from Vermont, upon the discussion of 
the compromise bill, and how boldly he sustained 
the Constitution, notwithstanding the differences 
of his own private opinion? I must repeat, that 
it is my conviction that any remarks bringing out 


| again the controversy in which the Senator from 
| Alabama (Mr. CLemens] was arrested cannot be 


otherwise than injurious. 

Mr. DOWNS. I only wish to say a word, sir. 
I did not intend, in rising, to analyze the extent to 
which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. CLemens] 
went. But what he says here will go abroad. 
What I wish to say, and what I will now say, is, 
that what he has avowed does not agree with m 
opinion. I no not approve of his assertion, and 
thought it proper and necessary that some mem- 
ber of the party from the South should seize on 
this occasion to say this much on that point. I 
am very glad that the Senator from Alabama did 
not proceed with his argument; still, he proceeded 
far enough to attract attention on this point, and 
to lead to the impression that other members of the 
South and other citizens of the South might be 
disposed to go as foras hedid. It was to disclaim 
that, and for nothing more, that I took the floor. 


| 


| 
| 








| 
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Speaker could not have read it; and therefore he 
answered that he did not know the fact. The ap. 
swer, however, is there. 
Mr. DOWNS. Will the Senator allow me to 
state, that all the information I have received, | 
have received from the Senator from Iilinois, ’| 


1 have, however, no doubt of its accuracy. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The answer of the Speaker 
| as I understood it, was, that he knew not of any 
| answer having been received. 
| Mr. CLEMENS. The answer is there, but ji 
| has not yet been opened. I would say, however, 
| that if it is not likely to be reached soon, F wij 
take another course. I will be perfectly willing 
| that this resolution should be adopted here, and 
that we should have the answer where we cay 
reach it. 

And now, sir, I have one other matter to which 
I would advert in relation to myself. In relation 
to what I said in reference to the northern Democ- 
racy, I hold myself prepared to prove that we can- 
not at any time rely on anybody at the North. | 
do not mean to say that there are not here and 
there in different States individuals who are willing 
to go with us; but I hold myself prepared to prove 
that we cannot rely upon either party. 1 hold 
myself prepared to prove that what the Senator 
from New Hampshire said is true—that both par- 
ties have been bragging for abolition votes, and 
the question now is, which will go the furthest? 
| I hold myself prepared to prove this, and in all 
| probability I shall prove it before the close of the 
| session. 
I think, sir, the Senator from New York is per- 
fectly right. He complains of my age—— 
| Mr. DICKINSON. Only officially. 


'| Mr. CLEMENS. Well, I will make no such 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| complaint with regard to him; but 1 would observe 
| that the Legislature of the State which he repre- 
| sents have for three successive sessions adopted 
| resolutions against the institution of slavery. | 
| know that he is sound, and that one or two others 
here are sound on this question. I know there 
are men scattered through the entire North who 
, are with us, but their Legislatures are against us; 
their people are against us; and so far as that goes 
I maintain that it 1s true, and I am ready to prove 
it. The Senator from Louisiana will not dispute 
it, for it is a fact as notorious to him as to me. I 
do not mean tosay that there are not some Senators 
who are sound on this question. I believe the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] is; 
and I believe the Senator from Rgenpiceaia, over 
there [Mr. Srurceon] is; at least ] have seen no 
_ disposition on his part to trench on the rights of the 
| South; but that does not make the people they rep- 
resent sound. We know that they are not sound 
on the question. Now, sir, I shall do what some 
of my friends have suggested I should do, and that 
is, to make an apology to the Senator froin Illinois. 
1 am told that my manner towards him was too 
much excited, and I think it was. I am sorry | 
should have said anything of that character when 
his intentions were not in the least offensive. 1am 
persuaded that I ought to have met his advances 
with more cordiality at the time. I regret that 
anything of the sort should have occurred; and ! 
will make him one of the promises of the Senator 
from Mississippi, when he promises not to speak 
so much. [Laughter.] I promise that I will en- 
deavor to keep my temper, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish now to call the atten- 
tion of the junior Senator from Alabama, in ®& 
| spirit of kindness, to the fact that, under his ex- 
citement, he charged me very bgldly with having 














S the Senator. 


to the adoption of this resolution be- || 


et had been answered in the House of Repre- 


sentatives, and that I had only been in favor of it 
shen it was found that the information sought to | 
be obtained by this resolution had been acquired. | 





Mr. CLEMENS. 1 did not make any such | 
charge. What 1 said was, that such a supposition | 
was fairly deducible from the course which the | 
Senator from Illinois had pursued. i| 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to hear the expla- |, 
nation of the Senator, and to find that the deduc- || 
tion was unfounded. I will merely now call atten- || 
tion to the fact that the answer has not been re- | 
sived; that we are not officially aware that there | 
ig yet any answer, or, if there be, whether it is 
gatisfactory or not, as the seal has not yet been + 
broken. t wish to call attention to the fact that I | 
have been charged with a knowledge of this an- | 
qwer, or at least that this inference has been drawn; | 
and | would ask whether it was not due that that | 
should be disavowed, as I have freely and frankly || 
jisavowed everything that was considered offen- || 


I made no charge. I simply stated 
that it was deducible. I did not mean to make the 
charge before, and I do not make it now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am much gratified at the || 
declaration of the Senator from Alabama. I do | 





“ar. CLEMENS. I meant nothing offensive to | 


not believe the Senator said what he did in any | 
ynkindness to me, or with any disposition to get 
upa controversy, but that it was more by accident 
than otherwise. I hope, therefore, the subject || 
will be dropped. | 

Mr. WHITCOMB. Neither the state of my || 
health, nor my inclination, prompt me to prolong 
thisdiscussion. I am sorry it has been carried to | 
such a length, and I hope this resolution will not | 
aain be laid upon fthe table. I hope it will be 
adopted, and that the yeas and nays will be called || 
for. I voted before to lay it on the table for the 
same reason that indyced the Senator from Illinois 
to move to lay it there. 
northern Senators voted for the same motion un- || 
der the same motive, and I think it is but fair that 
we should have an opportunity of placing our- || 
selves right on the record. I ask, therefore, for || 
the yeas and nays. it 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 





| 
| 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will |) 
beon the amendment of the Senator from New |: 
Jersey to strike out. {" 

Mr. MILLER. I made that motion because I | 
thought the latter clause of the inquiry,went fur- ' 
ther than there was any necessity for in aid of the | 
proceedings of this body. It asks the ground of \ 
theexpression of the opinion of the President why |, 
he thought New Mexico was seeking to be admit- || 
ted into the Union. As I understand it, a resolu- || 
tion similar to this has passed the other House, and || 
an answer has been given toit. I will not, there- || 
fore, delay the Senate with the consideration of || 
thatamendment. It is altogether unimportant that | 
this amendment should be made, and I withdraw || 
it. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of | 
the resolution, and it was decided in-the affirma- | 
tive as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Ber- 
nen, Borland, Bright, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, | 
Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Misssis- 
“ppl, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Dodge of Wis- || 
consin, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foot, Greene, Hamlin, || 
Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Miller, Morton, | 
Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, 
“hields, Smith, Sonlé, Spruance, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, Up- || 
ham, Walker, and Whitcomb—48. | 

NAYS—Messrs, Bell, Dayton, and Underwood—3. i 


So the resolution was adopted. 1] 
On the motion of Mr. FOOTE, it was ordered 


that when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 


The Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frway, January 18, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CALIFORNIA—EXECUTIVE COMMUNICA- 
TIONS, ETC. : 

Mr. INGE rose and said, that he understood 
there was on the Speaker’s table a communication 
from the President of the United States in answer 
‘Oa resolution which had heretofore been adopted 
by the House on the motion of the gentleman 


| was made. 


I am satisfied that many ||- 


| debate. 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Wenasce.}] He (Mr. 


I.) hoped that the House would accept the sugges- | 


tion be presented to the House, and be laid upon } 


tion he was about to make, that the communica- 
the table without debate, so that it might be printed. 


to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Ineeg,] t 

there were on the Speaker’s table two communi- 
cations from the President of the United States, 
the character of which was not known to the 


was understood to say) had been only partially 
opened—the other not at all. 
The Speaker then stated the question to be on 


|| according to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


Ince] unanimous consent to make his motion, to 
wit: that the two messages be read, laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed without debate. 
And the Speaker inquired whether any objection 
He understood there was none. 


decides, b 
messsage shall be laid before the House, read, laid 


debate. 
Mr. CLINGMAN rose and objected. He de- 
sired, he said, that the messages should be laid be- 


| fore the House, be read, and printed; but he took | 


it for granted that the House could not decide un- 
til the contents of the papers had been made 
known, whether they should be debated or not, 


‘| and the House might desire that these papers 


should he referred to a committee. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made; and un- 
less unanimous consent is given, the gentleman 


| 


| 


| 
j 





| 


unanimous consent, that the two || 


ii 
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| receive the messages. 
Chair. One of these communications (the Speaker | 


a motion would be in order to proceed to business 
on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. INGE suggested to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Kine} that he could not attain 


é || the object he had in view by the motion he had 
The SPEAKER said, he would state in woely 
at 


made. It was, therefore, unnecessary to persist 


|| in it. 


Mr. KING said that, as he understoed, after 
one hour had been given to reports, the House ceuld 
But he also suggested that 
a motion to suspend the order of business would 
ee order, and that a majority could effect that 
object. 

The SPEAKER said that a motion to suspend 
the rules would not be in order to-day. The Chair 


| thought that the question éould not be reached in 
_ the manner proposed by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Kine.] 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, rose to inquire 


|| of the Speaker, whether, if the order was post- 
The House (the Speaker added, after a pause) | 


poned, if the orders of the day were called for, 
after the expiration of one hour, these messages 


| would not be first in the order of business? 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed, without || 


The SPEAKER assented. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I move to postpone further 


|| action on the order of the House relating to the 


| 


|| election of officers, until Monday next. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 


| motion of Mr. Kine, to postpone further action on 


|| the order until to-morrow. 


| 

t| 
| 

) 


| 
| 


from Alabama [Mr. Ince] cannot make his mo- | 


tion. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved that further ac- 
tion on the order of the House (relating to the 
election of officers) be postponed, that these mes- 
sages might be laid before the House. 

The SPEAKER said, that if the execution of 


the order was postponed, the messages must still | 


Mr. SEDDON rose to make an inquiry of the 
Chair. Ifthe order should be postponed, would 
not the first business in order be the resolution of 


| the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Root,| upon which 


the previous question had been called? 


The SPEAKER replied in the negative. The 


| resolution to which the gentleman from Virginia 


{[Mr. Seppon] referred, belonged to an order of 


| business which came up on alternate Mondays, 


and would not be in order until the Monday on 


| which resolutions were in order. 


come up only in the regular order of business. || 


The first in the order of business would be the 


call of the committees for reports during the | 


morning hour. — 
ing hour, a motion to proceed to the business on 


communications as first in order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, was understood to say 
that the object of getting at these messages would, 
on reference to the proceedings in another branch 
of the Capitol yesterday, be seen to be such as to 


justify the postponement of the order, that they 


ness be postponed. 

The SPEAKER inquired for what length of 
time the gentleman proposed to postpone. 

Mr. KING replied until these messages had been 
disposed of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON suggested until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. KING said: Well, he would adopt the sug- 
gestion, or any other which would accomplish the 
object. . 

The SPEAKER then stated-the question to be 
on the motion to postpone the execution of the 
order until to-morrow. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he wished it to be un- 


being laid before the House. 
should be. All he objected to was that portion of 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Ince,] which proposed that the papers should be 


the Speaker’s table would bring up Executive | 


After the expiration of the morn- | 


The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Kine. 

The SPEAKER said, that the noes appeared to 
have it. 

Mr. KING called for a division, 

Mr. POTTER suggested that the difficulty 
might be obviated, if, by general consent, the mes- 
sages should be laid before the House and read; 
and that they should then be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing—which committee, under the 
rules of the House, had power to report at any 
time, 

The SPEAKER said, that only questions rela- 


| ting to the printing of extra copies were referred 
might be printed and laid before the public. He || 
moved, therefore, that the regular order of busi- || 


| 
al 


| 


to that committee. 
Mr. POTTER said, the object of the motion waa 


| this: the committee could report at any time, when 


the other business not negularly before the House 
would be in order. 
TheSPEAKER said, the difficulty arose from the 


| objection interposed by the gentleman from North 


| Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman.} 


That gentleman had 


|| no objection to the reading of the message, but he 
|| objected to their being. laid upon the table, and 
|| printed, without opportunity of debate. 

|| Mr. INGE said he though: perhaps he could 


i} 


obviate that objection; and, to test the sense of 


|| the House, he would ask that the messages might 


ordered to be laid on the table, and printed, without | 


The House might desire to debate the 
messages, or to refer them; and these questions it. 


would be proper to decide when these papers were | 


before them. 


Mr. PECK rose to put an inquiry to the Chair || 
in relation the effect, if the motion to postpone | 
stponed, could | 


should prevail. If the order was 


| 


other matters, which had precedence over these | 


messages, be postponed without a vote of the 


House. 

The SPEAKER. If the execution of the order 
is postponed, it will be necessary for the House, 
except under unanimous consent, to proceed with 


| 





' 


| 





|| majorit 


be presented and read without qualification. The 


|| House could then take such order as it might 
derstood thag be had no objection to the messages | 
He desired that they | 


|| ence to him how the object might be accomplished, 


think proper. 
Mr. KING said that it was a matter of iniiffer- 


if itonly was accomplished. He, therefore, waived 


| his motion to postpone. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Inge] asks that, by unanimous consent, 
the messages may be laid before the House. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. KING then renewed his motion io post- 
pone, and hoped, he said, that the House would 
agree to it. Sat 

The question was taken on the affirmative side, 
and the Speaker said that there was evidently a 
down. 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired, he 
said, to make one remark. 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing. No 


the business in the order prescribed by the rules. || remarks are now in order. 


The first business, as the Chair has already stated, 
will be the call of the committees for reports du- 
ring one hour. After the expiration of one hour, 


' 


Tellers were then ordered,and Messrs. Scuence 
and TuHompson of Mississippi were appointed. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, then pro- 
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ceeded to remark, that he believed the object which 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Kine] had in 
view, was acceptable to the House generally—that 
was to say, he desired that the messages should be 
laid before the House, and then the House should 
proceed to the execution of the order relating to 
the election of officers. The motion which the 
gentleman had made would not accomplish the 
object. 

The SPEAKER interposed with the remark, 
that no remarks were now in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON merely wished, he said, to 
say a word by way of explanation. 

Objection and calls to order. 

The question on the motion to postpone was 
then taken and decided in the negative—ayes 34, 
noes not counted. 

So the House refused to postpone the execution | 
of the order providing for the election of officers. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose and moved that the | 
messages be taken up, read, and laid upon the table | 
under an order to print. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion could only | 
be received by unanimous consent. The Speaker 
then stated the question, and asked: ‘* Is objection 
made ?”” 

Mr. CARTER objected, but waived the objec- 
tion. 

But objections were made in other quarters. 











OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. BURT called for the regular orders of the 


day. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business 
is the execution of the order of the House for the 
election of officers; and first, of a Doorkeeper. 

Mr. CROWELL desired to move to take certain 

pers from the files of the House. 

Mr. BURT objected to any motion out of order. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from Ohio 


{Mr. Crowext] could only submit his motion by || 


unanimous consent. 

Mr. CROWELL said, he did not understand | 
that any objection had been made. 

The SPEAKER said that objection had been 
made by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Borr] to any business except the regular order of 
the day. 

Mr. WOODWARD, (to the Speaker.) What 
is the order of the day? 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House con- 
cerning the election of officers. 

Mr. WOOD rose and asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to correct a vote of his in one | 
of the morning’s papers. 

Objection was made. 

«Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, rose to a point of | 
order. In view of the last viva roce vote of yes- | 
terday, he would now (he said) submit, as a point 
of order, whether it did not require the unanimous 
consent of the House to enable a member to 
change his vote? 





The SPEAKER. Under the practice of the || 


House, so far as the Chair at this moment re- 
members it, unanimous consent would not be re- 
quired; but a member may change his vote at any 
time before the tellers report the result. The 
principle assimilates to that on which gentlemen 
are allowed, on taking the yeas and nays, to 
change their votes at any time before the Chair 
announces the result, This is the opinion of the 
Chair. Such has been the practice, and that prac- 
tice has been acquiesced in by the House in all the | 
elections, so far as they have proceeded. 

Mr. McLANE. Is it not in order—— 

Mr. BURT rose and addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Mary- | 
land {Mr. McLane] was on the floor on a point of 
order. 

Mr. BURT inquired if there was any question 
before the House on which the point of order was | 
based ? 

The SPEAKER said the Chair could not say, 
not yet having heard the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. McLane.} 

Mr. BURT. [ submit, sir-—— 

Mr. McLANE, (interposing and addressing the 
Chair.) The gentteman from South Carolina can- | 
not take the floor from me. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Burt.) The gentle- | 
man from Maryland claims the floor on a point of 
order. Until the point is stated the Chair cannot 








say whether there is any question before the 


House or not. 





| 


' 
| 


Mr. BURT. I hope the gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLANE. am stating it as distinctly 
and as rapidly as these interruptions will permit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. McLANE then submitted, as a question of 
order and of privilege, that it was competent for 
the House to decide upon the pending mode of 
executing its own rule. He submitted that it was 
competent for the House to require, and he 
thought it should require, unanimous consent to 
allow any member to change his vote after the bal- 
lot should have been counted or the roll should 


| have been called over. 








| King, Horace 


The SPEAKER. There is no doubt that the 
any other «natter; but in this, as in all other cases, 


to the mode prescribed by existing rules. 


Mr. McLANE said that he would, with great | 


respect to the Speaker, submit a request that the 


rule which prohibited cae eon from approach- | 
i 


ing the Clerk’s table whilst the roll was called, 
should be enforced, so that the House might be 


| spared, as he thought it should be, a recurrence of 


the exhibition of yesterday. 

TheSPEAKER. The spirit of the rule which 
prevents members from visiting the Clerk’s table 
during the call of the yeas or nays, or the counting 


| of ballots, applies in the present case, and will be 
enforced. The Chalr has no doubt that the mem- || 


bers will cheerfully comply with it. 

Mr. McLANE then gave notice that he should 
call the attention of the Chair to any instance in 
which the rule might be violated. 

Mr. BOYD inquired of the Speaker if it was 
now in order to make nominations ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. Boyp renewed the nomination of Charles 


| L. Weller, of Ohio. 
Mr. Marswa.i nominated Mr. Duerson, of In- | 


diana. 

Mr. McCuernanp re-nominated Charles W. 
Stewart, of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McLang, of Maryland, renewed the nomi- 
nation of Christopher Cole, of Indiana. 

Mr. McGaveuey withdrew the name of Mr. 
Tufts. 

Mr. Tuompson, of Pennsylvania, nominated 
Wm. Flinn, of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Bue. re-nominated Her. H. Heath, of 
Michigan. 

Mr. Coss, of Alabama, withdrew the name of 
A. R. Parker, of Illinois. 

Mr. STANLY said that after the scene of yes- 


terday, to which the gentleman from Maryland | 


{Mr. McLane] had referred, he (Mr. S.) would 
nominate Mr. Tufts. And he (Mr. S.) gave no- 


| tice that, if he could effect an election by so doing, 


he should change his vote, notwithstanding the 
censure of the gentleman from Maryland. 

The roll was then cailed for the eleventh time— 
Messsrs. Savace, VAN- Dyke, Peck, and Crow- 


| ELL, acting as tellers. They reported that 209 
votes had been cast; necessary to a choice 105; of 


which 
Mr. Servitus Tufts received. .......00000.94 
Mr. Charles L. Weller. ..........000000-51 
Mr. Charles Stewart. ......00ccc0 cece 04 
Mr. Joseph L. Wright. ....s..000eee00 021 
Mr. Christopher Cole. ....+...0eeeeeeeee 6 
Mr. Her. H: Heaths... vcs. c ce cQccciee f 
Mir. —— Daera0n, oe Siccccccccccccccvee & 
Be Re Be ROHS: Cais eck ccedivl'S 
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The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Tufts—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, 


| Brooks, Burrows, T. B. Butler, Jos. P. Caldwell, Calvin, 


Camphell, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cole, Conger, 
Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedlev, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hunter, 
Jackson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. 
Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, Finis E. Me- 
Lean, Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 
Otis, Outlaw, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spalding, 
Sprague, Stanly, T. Stevens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Watkins, White, Wil- 
liams, Wilson, and Winthrop. 
For Mr. Weller—Meezsrs. Albertson, Averett, Barty, heals, 
Boyd, William J. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, G. A. Cald- 
well, Carter, Howell Cobb, Disney, Dunham, Ewing, Ger- 
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| 








House can prescribe its rules in relation to this or || 


| Jacob ‘Thompson, Wallace, Well 


} 


ler, T. L. Harris, Howard, Kaufman, P. King, | 
| Job Mann, MeLanahan, Peck, Richardson, Rob 


| 


ti 


the change or modification must be made according | 





| tellers reported that 198 votes 
| cessary to achoice 100; of which 
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ry, Hatl, Hammond, Harlan, Hoagtand, Holl 
Sere, Leffler, Mason, McDonald, McDowel "om . 
MeWillie, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, O1 da On ul 
er, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, inson, Savage hh P 
R. H. Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Thoinas, W. 'Phom 
Walden, Whittlesey, Wilmot, Wood, and Young, os, 
For Mr. Stewart—Messrts. Bay, Bocock, Bow in 
cock, Daniel, Edmundson, Featherston, Green, Ha, Col. 


I. G. Harris, 8. W. Harris,’ Hubbard, Inge, W. Jon 
i? 


7 Nton, 


McClernand, McQueen, Powell, Seddon, F. P 
’ Woodward, and Ww 


R. W. Cobb. 


For Mr. Wright—Messts. Bissell, Booth, Cleveland Pol 
’ . 


sittlefiey 

bins, Ry 4 
and Strong, 
Ohnson, Ju 


Waldo, Wildrick, Hackett, A. G. Brown, Ashe 

For Mr, Cole—Messrs. Fitch, Hibbard, A.J 
lian, R. M. iam Gorman. 

For Mr. Horner—Messrs. E. C. Cabell, McKi 
Morehead. ee 
For Mr. Heath—Messrs. Bingham, Buel, Doty, and Ham 
ilton. 

For. Mr. Duerson—Messrs. J. L. Johnson, Marshall, 4 
H. Stephens, and Toombs. coy 

For Mr. Flinn—Messrs. Gilmore and James Thompson, 


No choice. 


Mr. CONRAD, when his name was called on 
the above vote, remarked that he had paired of 
with Mr. VenaBie, who was confined to his room 
by indisposition. 

Mr. MEADE also remarked that he had paired 
off with a member from New York, (name not 
heard,) and asked to be excused from voting. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, withdrew the 
name of Mr. Cole of Indiana. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, withdrew 
the name of Mr. Flinn of*the District of Colum. 
bia, at his request. 

The roll was then called the twelfth time. The 
ad been cast; ne. 
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The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Tufts—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, An- 
drews, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Cling 
man, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dix- 
on, Duer, Duncan, Alex. Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Freedley, Gentry, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hailo- 
way, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Houston, Howe, 
Hunter, Jackson, Kerr, Daniel_P. King, George G. King, 
James G. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, Mec- 
Kissock, Finis E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nel- 
son, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spalding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Steveus, Taylor, Joba 
B. Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Viuton, Wat- 
kins, White, Williams, Wilson, and Winthrop. 

For Mr. Weller—Mesers. Albertson, Averett, Bayly, 
Beale, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Carter, 
Howell Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Disney, Dunham, Ewing, 
Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorinan, Green, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Harlan, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holliday, How- 
ard, Robert W. Johnson, Jones La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, 
Mason, McDonald, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, MeMul- 
len, McWillie, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, 
Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Robinson, Ross, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Jas. Thomp- 
son, William Thompson, Walden, Waldo, Whittlesey, Wi 
mot, Wood, and Young. 

For Mr. Stewart—Messrs. Bay, Bocock, W. R. W. Cobb, 
Edmundson, Featherston, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hubbard, Inge, McClernand, McQueen, Sed- 
don, Wallace, and Woodward. 

For Mr. Wright—Messrs. Bissell, Cleveland, Doty, Thos. 
L. Harris, Kaufman, Preston King, Job Mann, Richardson, 
Robbins, Strong, and Wildrick. 

For Mr. Duerson—Messrs. James L. Johnson, Marshall, 
and Toombs. 

For Mr. Heath—Messrs. Bingham and Buel. 


No choice. 


Mr. BAKER now rose and moved that the far- 
ther execution of the order of the House in rele- 
tion to the election of officers, be postponed to the 
fourth (or first) of March, 1851. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move en 
indefinite postponement? 

The SPEAKER, understanding Mr. B. to a 
sent, so stated the question. ; 

Mr. BAKER. No, sir. ‘If the Chair will 4: 
low me a moment, I will state, that 1 intended 1 
move to postpone further action on the order until 
the first or (fourth) of March, 1851. 

The SPEAKER so stated the question. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas anid nays; which were ordered. 


‘ 
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d erston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall Underhill Ven’ Deke Vink Paylor, J. B. Thompson, Tuck, The SPEAKER said the genitl 
it a EL Herr Haralson, Harlan. LG’ || Wilson aad Winthrop Vinton, Watkins, White, Williams, || ify his motion S ¢man could mod- 1 
arris, ©- . he : - arris libba d, H i “ . e | —nees ~ 4 : § 
Mur, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Dchet = eee bee latte Pt Alston, Hilliard, J. L. John- | Mr. ST ANLY withdrew it. t 
e Julian, Kaufinan, 1a Sére, Letter, Littlefield of “9 | ? : ’ we, Jutlaw, A. H. Stephens, and ‘Toombs. Mr. CLINGMAN mo . ig 
Job Mann, || For Mr. Hor » ved to at t 
Se ee et Me Donald, McDowell. Mc. || For a a r Ist of March, 185] postpone until the i 
Kissock, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Me wae. II a —Mr. Woodward. ner ’ 
: oan, ‘Miler, -Millson. Marti, senna On Roe re choice. ian oer was understood to move a 
P aslee, Peek, helps Potter, Powell. Ricl ds 2 ~ee® Fr. HAYM © . . j y e ouse remarkir t ‘ 
Paine, Root, ae eorker, ee aareeee Robbins, Mae micas nominated Mr. Randolph. || to have a full House va ———- was desirable 
5 sivster, F. P. Stanton, RH. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, || Mr oo withdrew the nomination of || question. ecision of this n 
‘ Sweetser, Jt mas, Jacob Thompson, James Thom : ; n 1} Mr. ASE - P 
William Thompson, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Whi pson, The roll was then called . —i#BE. v iMUN inquired of the Speak i 
Wii, Wilniot, Wood, Woskerul. raat Oey, the tellers reported that 208 nen time; || Was in order to move that the House ian if it 
Ro the roctiiw te peeepbne Wiis refuted: H necessary toa choles 105; of which een cast; || = SPEAKER said it was in order. 
Mr. MCCLERNAND withdrew the nomination | Mr. Weller received..-. r. ASHMUN moved that the House adjourn 
of Charles Stewart. ee shee eeseesoses “104 and hoped that the question would be taken with- 
Mr. WILDRICK withdrew the nomination of Mr. Randolph...... renege tap yntey | out the yeas and nays. 
Joseph L. Wright. Mr. eee ees 9 } Mr. CLEVELAND said that, if in order, he 
_ Mr. HOAGLAND moved that the House ad- Mr. Horner. .... we» i aiaanniaaies ; 1 amuan re brethren on the other side 
journ, see eer neers esses | ouse, whether it was their determinati 
And the question having been taken, the House —— || to stave off this election ? ation 
: refused to adjourn. . , || ‘The following is the vote in detail: 208 } i SPEAKER. No inquiries are in order. 
k, The roll was then again called. '| For Mr. Weller—Messrs. Albertson, A , | Pekin: wale ~seyr te Wrenn eenemnrarneien 
P. During the process, Mr. McLANE again in- Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bissell Kontuchss eaten sae’ | _ sr angela peer 
.- voked the interposition of the Chair for the en- Cable —_ G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel’ Burt, _ } us he question was stated to be on the motion of 
. forcement of the rule alluded to. Cobb, Ww. kh & core. Carter, Cleveland, Howell || r. ASHMUN. 
. ue ice a it. Dunham, Rénesdoon, Setay, Peconnen Fitch Yo pulee 1 Mr Samu Ss 
e, Mr. rose to sugge : Gerry, Gilmore, Gorn 7 on, Fitch, Fuller, || r. MUN withdrew th j 
z, Chair. ggest a question to the mond, Harateom, Harlan, Tehan gyre Ham- || Mr. ORR renewed it ene 
C- 3 arri i ee ’ .f - 
" _The SPEAKER said it was not in order at this Inga; Andrews Solneens Motors W de a | th She yeee ane Epps wend MARES ERASED 
ly a e; but the Chair would hear what the sugges- | —, Preston King, La’ Sere, Leten, Litiefsid, Jot eons | sie a cei an eee hie~ Senay ay 
t ion was. > ason, McClernand, McDonald MeDowell, M Mann, || ’ » being taken, were—yeas 99 
. . : tl, McLanal 1] ’ e nays 71. 
ty Mr.OLDS. The question I make ari | Robert M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, MeWillie, Mil i] So, ata late hour, the House adjourne : 
H the 13th rule, which is in the followi eum Peck, Phely Morris, Morse, Oida, Orr, Parker, Peasiee, | Ts ; 
t- ? e fullowing words: | Peck, Phelps, P aont ®t “ siee, |. rs: 
“In all cases where other than wahaad of ks ni ee |) 80 Ross, dic Dae ee Robin- \| TI _ PETTI IONS, &e. 
, may be eee to an office by the election of the H ice, || Richard H. Stanton Stetson Stron ‘Ss nS. See |i “ following petitions were presented and re- 
h . doll bes abenernoieten™ ouse, Jacob Thompson dames Trdeuon’ Williaa Thompeor || ferred under the rule: 
t . . alden, Wal pee or IpsON, | aE oe r 
f a ae submit that the name of Mr. Stewart || Wood, See ase, REND, Wildrick, Wilmot, | on Mr. CONGER: The petition of sixty-three citizens of 
? Henn eee is not now before the ann Mr. ‘Tufts—Messrs. Alexander Anderson, Andrew 1 to raves in the Diotrick of Ere Pe pmtan ope 
'- ’ erefore the vote should be ¢ d shmun, Bennett, Bokee, Bowi B as * || By M SORES OY UTE ESR 
; blank. ounted a || Burrows. Thomas B : ie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, || y Mr. BRIGGS: The petition for chea tage, t 
I Mr. WOODW NW di Campbell, Casey Chandler, Glark, Ch e Calmevess, Oebetn, | —s and students of the University of New York, 
| ARD. I will d , Vs , Clark, Clingman, Cole, Conger, |) ical Departnent. Referred ; ; 
ty gentieman by changing isembarrass the || ee eee Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer en, Post Office and Post Roads BO the. Caepeane eb Oe 
i: my vote. urkee, Alexander Evans, N F , ’ } ; P 
Th —s tt ean r Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freed! | By Mr. HOLMES: The 
SPP CESSEARERE SATs too mn. The | SS" yim cea | pa PRs nace 
% » Henry, Houston, Howe, Hanter, Jack- || *harleston, praying indemnity for F win 
I Upon the point of son, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G Ki . > os || By Me. RE ng uty for French spoliations. 
; order— | Horace Mann. Mat 5 rge G. King, James G. King, || y Me. REED: The petition of Jos, Wri ; 
< ; . teson, M oe | < : ‘ . Wright, for invalid 
, setae ae It is too late to raise this || Gor Oils: Outlaw} Moote, Mercheed, Nelwon’ Newel, goa tte ey 
)- er. e Chair, howev ill le, Otis, Outlaw, Phenix, Pitman, Put , >*|| of pre-empti ill for extending the right 
d- that the practic ’ er, will state || nolds, Risley, R 2 ’ 1, Putnam, Reed, Rey- || aption to settlers on unsurveyed lands 
e of the House has be ° y, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sack | ByMr. HAMMOND: The in 
the votes oi as been to count || Schenck, Schermnerhorn, Schooleraft ; sey, Sackett, |! oa ans tition of Marianna Cham- 
‘. given for persons who had not be Spalding, § , raft, Shepperd, Silvester, || PAY", administratrix of John K. Champayne, pray i 
in nomination. ot been put B g, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Jou || indemnified for losses sustained from F >t pian te be 
My rule as the tila a gee ge of the Wie awa Vinton, White, Williams, | eee ee the year 1001; whieh qa whhew te 
r. OLps] sug- j . on Foreign Affairs. 
, gests been enforced, there would ha sed s aoe Mr. Randolph—Messrs. Alston, Haymond, Marshall, || » BY Mr. COBB, ef hinauns The petiti a 
election on se 1 : ve n an || Morton, A. H. Stephens, Toombs, Van Dyke, Watki | Price; which was refi : e petition of William J. 
office of Deorkete rye. both as respects the | > re a one een | Lands. as referred to the Committee on Public 
orkeeper and other officers, during the or Mr. Stewart—Mr. Holmes. By Mr. STANTON 
. rere session, where no one had received - ma- ree ee | Swephens, aad cineracallinnes of Wewtecky, presenting | oan 
“ Mc votes given. No choice. hae — oe by the Ganges of the United 
ult was then a } , or in the Army or Navy. . 
e as {ollows: nnounced by the Speaker, || | Sie RRORRES caaced: thabdhe Bihan: c0t tl reekies ae ne Pe Cn as a 
at . | * | . cean Insurance Company, and eighty-i 
. haben — votes had been given; necessary to a | “Mr. HALLOWELL asked | others, merehauts, ship-owners, chip eathnie, abi Geass of 
- 105; of which Bm ops egomar dtr poe ye ae and nays; | eee es Vicinity, against he adoption of a new iq 
. ; i re— eridian; whic sferre Cem ‘ 
§- r. oa received eee ee ete ee ee eee eee 103 "the s 118. ’ ng en, we yeas ont ee. Ww ich was referred to the mittee on ; 
ek bb be NO ee URE I aw the Hou , y Mr. EVANS, of Maryland: Th ‘ >a 
|. Mr. DURNON. 5 c0cki ve ovcvere beet g || Mr. ST ANLY ae to adjourn. Bordley and others, pray a ‘advent ‘ remn’s a t 
5 ts Oepatinid. oii occ ola FoR te cee said, that from kind regard to || *HoMs., Reterrad to ie Commitee co Claims, _— 
t. Horner... Pade: eens ee enema nent, one oe By Mr. HOLLIDAY: ‘The petition of William $. Payne 
il erocccccreceseceserecs I order to give them time for reflection, he would pie ccuuen x seed to aa Violation 
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- coe » ut off the election at least until to-mor- || By Mr. LASERE: The supplemental petition of Delphi 
od The following is the vote in detail: and | nd on that motion he would ask the yeas || fabelia ‘Trepagnicr, widow of tne Ite PB. De Bellevue, 
bayiy Mr. Weller— Messrs iene, aaa niin te “wegen a — he would ask a call of the Shake. a pension. Referred to the Committee on the 
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» Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Bocock, Bootb, Bowdon, !! vent the , — So on, in order to pre- || On motion by Mr. LA SERE. 
recurrence of any scenes which might The papers of Delphine : 
Isabelia Trepagnier, widow of the 
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The roll was called. 
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late fF’. B. De Bellevue, were ordered to be withdrawn froin | 

the files of the House and referred to the Committee on the 
diciary. 

1 Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of William 

Barion, Philip Morgert, and thirty others, citizens of Bedford 

county, Pennsylvania. 

Also, the petition of Cadwalader Evans, Balizer Morgert, | 
and thirty-four others, citizens of Bedford county, Pennsy!- 
vania, praying Congress to abolish the office of Chaplain, and 
to refrain from all legislation on religious subjects. Referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. LA SERE. 


It was ordered, That the papers of Josepe M. Howell and 
Moses H. Coates, be taken from the files of the House, and 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satvurpay, January 19, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order was the consideration of the motion sub- 
mitted yesterday by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Cuiweman,] that the further exe- 
caution of the order of the House, relating to the 
election of officers, be postponed until the Ist of | 
March, 1851, and on that motion the yeas and 
nays had been ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that there bea call of the 
House. 

And on that motion Mr. A. asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and being taken, were 
yeas 97, nays 76. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk then called the roll. 

Two hundred and five members answered to 
their names. 

Mr. BOCOCK moved that all further proceed- 
ings on the call be suspended. 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
negative. 

So the House determined that further proceed- 
ings on the call should not be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER then directed the officers of the 
. House to close the doors of the Hall. 

And the Clerk proceeded to call over the names 
of the absentees. 

Excuses were received for absent members. 
Some of the absentees were excused, others not. 

Mr. JONES moved that all further proceedings 
on the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was rejected. 

Excuses were further received. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that further proceed- 
ings on the calli be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion, 

They were not ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the nega- 
tive. 

So the House refused to suspend further pro- 
ceedings on the call. 

Mr. MORSE. I rise to a privileged question. 
If it is the intention of the House to carry out these 
proceedings seriously, they ought not to have ex- 
cused those gentlemen who have paired off and left 
the city. J therefore move to reconsider the vote 
by which all those gentlemen who have paired off 
were excused. 

The SPEAKER stated that this motion would | 
not be in order. A separate motion must be made | 
for each individual. 





‘| has been called. What order will the House take 





Mr. MORSE. We will begin and take them | 
one by one. If we are to remain and carry out | 
this call, it is unfair that those gentlemen who have | 
paired off, and are absent without legitimate reason, 
should be excused. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Morse.) What mo- 
tion does the gentleman make ? 

Mr. MORSE, ‘Tuke the first gentleman on the 
li 


| 
ist. 
The SPEAKER. The first gentleman on the 
list is Mr. Bowtin. 
Mr. MORSE. He was excused on account of 
indisposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must desig- 
nate the individual gentleman in reference to 
whom he moves a reconsideration. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I move a re-call of the 
list of absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The call is not yet completed. | 
The gentleman’s motion, therefore, 1s not in order, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. How many gentlemen are 
absent who have not been excused ? 
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The SPEAKER. Seven are absent who have | 
not been excused, and one is yet to be called. 

The call of absentees having been completed— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, moved that | 
all the absentees, who had not been excused, be 
now excused. | 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. | 
The list of absentees (continued the Speaker) 
in reference to the gentlemen who have not been | 
excused ? 

Mr. BOWDON. As it is apparent that we | 
shall do no business to-day, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MORSE. To accomplish my object, I 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which all 
the members absent have been excused. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. | 
It will require a separate, distinct motion for 
each call. If the gentleman would have his mo- 


man in reference to whom he wishes first to make | 
the motion. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire the Clerk. then, to in- 
form meas to the name of the person first excused. 

The Crerx. Mr. Bown. 

Mr. MORSE. I move then, pro forma, that the | 
vote by which Mr. Bow. was excused be recon- 
sidered. But as Mr. Bow.in was excused by rea- | 
son of sickness, I hope the motion for reconsider- | 
ation will not be agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the vote | 
will not be reconsidered, for the gentleman from | 
Missouri [Mr. Bown} 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the 
gentleman from Arkansas that debate is not in 
order. 

The gentleman from Louisiana (continued the 
Speaker) moves to reconsider the vote by which 
Mr. Bow iw was excused. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Is a motion 








The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is debate in order upon 
this motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that | 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. In order to accomplish my | 
object, [ will say that the next proceedings in the | 
call will be to send the Sergeant-at-arms after | 
the absentees. He must then bring these gentle- 
men in, and they must every one be tried before 


| 
} 

the House. | 
[Cries of Order”’—** That’s right.’’] | 


pend all further proceedings in the call. | 

Mr. BURT. I demand the yeas and nays upon | 
that motion. 

The yeas and navs were ordered, and being | 
taken, were—yeas 117, nays 83. 

So the motion was agreed to, and all further 
proceedings in the call were dispensed with. 

The question then recurred on the motion of | 
Mr. Crineman, that the further execution of the | 
order relating to the election of officers be post- 
poned until the Ist of March, 1851. 

Some desultory conversation followed (leading 
to no action or change of the question) as to the | 


Mr. THOMPSON. I therefore move to sus- | 


effect of the motion, and upon several incidental || 


points of order. 

Mr. INGE finally insisted on the call of the 
roll, objecting (he said) to this method of submit- | 
ting questions of order to the Chair, in anticipa- 
tion of a certain state of things which might, or 
might not, arise. 

The SPEAKER sustained the suggestion of 
Mr. Ince, and directed the Clerk to call the roll, | 





(i. e. of the yeas and nays which had heretofore | 
been ordered on the motion of Mr. Cuiseman.) | 
Mr. PRESTON KING desired to be informed | 
by the Speaker whether the Chaplain was regarded | 
as one of the officers of the House. 
The SPEAKER said the Chaplain was elected | 
under a joint resolution of the two Houses, and | 
such a resolution was now lying on the Speaker’s | 
table as a message from the Senate. 
Mr. KING. It is, then, a different matter. | 
The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Criveman, and decided in the affirmative— | 
yeas 100, nays 98, as follows: | 


YEAS—Meesers, Alexander, Alston, Andréws, Ashmun, 


|| Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phe 
tion entertained, he will please designate the gentle- || 


to suspend further proceedings in the call in order? || 
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Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Briggs, Brooks, Bu Oia 
Butler, Thomas B. Butler, EC. Cabell, leneeh Fo atentee 
Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, W. R. Wet" 
Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry Di — 
Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dunean, Alexander Evans Na “Y, 
Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Goodenow, G vt me 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymond Hebant’ 
Henry, Hilliard, Holmes, Houston, Howe, Hunter. oa 
Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. Kine Pre? 
ton King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGawc. 
MeKissock, F. E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Mores ley, 
Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Phoenix, Pitman Pat 
nam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rose Steer 
Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, ‘Bhep . y, 
| Spalding, Sprague, Stauly, A. H. Stephens, 'T. sl" 
Taylor, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton Watk — 
White, Williams, Wilson, and Winthrop—100, ’ — 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly 
Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon Bosit 
William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, J. Cable, G. A. Catiwey! 
Campbell, Carter, Cleveland, Colcoek, Daniel, Disiwy’ 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, Puli’ 
Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond. Haral. 
son, Hartan, Isham G. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Hibbary, 
Hoagland, Holliday, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, A. Jolnsoy’ 
Jones, Julian, Kaufman, La Sere, Leffler, Littlefield, joj 
Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McDowel\, Me. 
Lanahan, R. M. Mcl.ane, McMullen, McQueen, Mije; 
is, 
Og, 
ton, 


Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, R 
Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stan 
Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, William Thompson, Walden, Waldo, Wallace 
Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, Woog’ 
ward, and Young—98. 


So the House decided that the further execution 
of the order should be postponed until the first day 
of March, 1851. 

[When the name of Mr. Orr was called, he 
rose and stated that he had paired off with Mr, 
Owen, who was attending a sick friend.] 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the vote by which 
the execution of the order had been postponed, 
be reconsidered; and that that motion be hid on 
the table. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, 

Mr. SAVAGE was understood to refer to the 
duties imposed by the rules upon the Doorkeeper, 
in respect to persons privileged to enter the Hal 
& 


Cc. 

The SPEAKER said, that orders had been is- 
sued for the strict enforcement of that rule. 

Mr. SAVAGE made the point of order that Mr. 
Horner had no other title to the office he held 
than the acquiescence of the House. He was but 
a tenant at will 

Mr. CONRAD rose to inquire what was the 

uestion before the House. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from Ten- 








|| nessee (Mr. Savace] was making a point of order. 


Mr. SAVAGE continued. The Constitution 
of the United States was too plain to be mistaken 
on this point 
Severat Members: On what point? We car- 
| not hear you. ; 
Mr. SAVAGE (continuing.) On the point of 





|| electing our officers. The Constitution of the Uni- 


ted States says that the House of Representatives 
shall choose its Speaker and other officers. 
Mr. HOUSTON submitted to the Speaker 
whether the gentleman could discuss the question’ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is stating his 
point of order. 
| Mr. SAVAGE proceeded to say that Mr. Hor- 
ner, who assumed to be the Doorkeeper of this 
House, was not the Doorkeeper; that he had 
no right on this floor; and that if there was aly- 
thing in the rules of the House (which he denied) 
| which prescribed that the Doorkeeper of the last 


'| House of Representatives was the Doorkeeper of 


this, he denied its validity, and declared it to be un- 
constitutional and void. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has hitherto de 
clined to give any opinion in relation to the eflect 
_ of the motion to postpone the election of officers, 


‘| and has referred the House to its own previous 


practice. During preceding sessions of Congress, 
when the elections have not been postponed to % 
| late a day as at the present, and during the presen! 
| session, the duties of Clerk, Sergeant-at-arms, 4" 

| Docrkeeper, have been performed by the old off 
cers, and the House has acquiesced. It is not for 
_ the Chair peremptorily te dente that these ind! 
| viduals are not officers of the House; it is a que 
_ tion for the decision of the House itself. 

| Mr. SAVAGE raised, he said, the point of pr’ 
| ilege, and objected to the further continuance of Mr. 
_ Horner in the office of Doorkeeper. He (Mr. 5.) 
did not wish (he was understood to add, thoug! 





| scarcely heard) thatamy matters connected with this 
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House should be under the control of an individual 
who had no constitutional right to exercise the 
duties of the office. : 
Mr. HIBBARD, (to the Speaker.) Is it not | 
now in order to move that the House proceed to 
the election of a Doorkeeper? _ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has degided that | 
ifthe execution of the order be postponed to a day | 
vertain, it will not be in order to proceed to the | 
election until the day fixed by the House. The | 
House has decided the motion to postpone to a | 
day certain the execution of the order; and a mo- 
tion is now pending to reconsider the vote, and to | 
lay that motion on the table. | 





‘Mr. BOYD. I move that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Mr. STRONG stated that he had paired off with | 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. : ; 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
pegative—yeas 94, nays 108. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER moved a call of the House. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, (simultaneously 
addressing the Speaker,) said, he had risen for a | 
similar purpose—to move acall of the House. He 
desired that his friend from North Carolina, [Mr. | 
Sraniy,] and gentlemen on that side of the House, 
should have the opportunity to sleep upon this 


uestion. 1] 


Mr. STANLY. We will sleep with a much | 
hetter conscience than you would if you had elected | 
your Democratic nominee last evening. 

“Mr. McLANE. We have taken a lesson in 


the House. 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman from Mary- | 
land has been a member of his party too long to | 
allow his conscience to trouble him, | think. He | 
js past that. P 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered upon 
the motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. ROOT moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and appropriately referred: 
By Mr. GIDDINGS : 


ternal slave trade. 

Also, the petition of R. Sleeper and 32 others, citizens of 
Livingston county, New York, praying the liberation of 
Captuua Sears and Drayton from prison. 


of Philadelphia, and the petition of John M. Yeatman and 


W others, cttizens of Delaware and Pennsylvania, for the | 


— of slavery and the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, the petition of James 8. Norris and 110 other citi- 
zens of Boonton, New Jersey, for cheap postage. 

Also, the petition of Jobn M. Yeatman and 87 others, cit- 
izens of Delaware and Pennsylvania, for amending the Con- 
sutution. 

Also, the petition of William Nixon and 60 other citizens 
of Cincinnati, for general peace between nations. 


Also, the petition of Susan M. Wierman and 128 other | 


laties of INinois, for exeluding slavery from California. 


By Mr. HAMMOND: The petition of John Kean and 83 | 


others, citizens of Carroll county, Maryland praying Con- 
#ess (0 abolish the oifice of chaplain, and hencetorth 
refrain from ail legislation on religious subjects. Referred 
othe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LA SERE 
G. Farragut, a Lieatenant in the Navy, from the files of the 


House, and have them referred to the Committee on Naval || 


Affuirs. 





lay SUVESTER did not vote on the several questions 
me? 


was compe 
of his clita, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 21, 1850. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
MILITARY EXPEDITION AGAINST CUBA. 


Mr. BROWN, of seenissipet. rose and asked 
0 


€ Unanimous consent of the use to introduce 
& resolution, 


he resoluti : : j 
Words following was read for information, in the 


quested ¢ oo Senn of the United States be re- 
’ 118 ment, public interest will not be 
‘udangered thereby) to commvunicate to the House of 


ives the evidence in his possession, that a “ consider- | 


able numbe. 


ia fitting out a ny puturers were engaged during last summer 


ata military expedition within the United States 
agtinst a country, and that it was probably destined 
\o invade the island of Cuba ;?gand that he be further re- 
quested to communicate to this Howe Copies of all instruc- 
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it 


| 
conscience—on yesterday—from the other side of | “% ; 
| he SPEAKER. The business before the 


The petition of Robert Beath and | 
other citizens of Philadelphia, for the abolition of the in- | 


moved to withdraw the papers of W. A. i} 


having paired off with Mr. Harrts of Alabama, who | 
led to be at home in consequence of the illaess | 
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military officer of the Government, concerning the supposed 

expedition and invasion, and all correspondence had in refer- | 
ence thereto; and especially that he communicate to the | 
House copies of all orders and instructions given and of all / 
correspondence had in reference to the persons assembled | 
on Round Istand, off the southern coast of Mississippi, in the 
summer of 1849, including copies of the correspondence (if | 
any was had) between the President or heads of Depart- | 
ments and the Governor of Mississippi. 

The resolution having been read— 

Objections were made to its introduction, by Mr. 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania, and Mr. MATTE- 
SON. 

Mr. BROWN said, that under the rule of the 
House, the resolution, being a call for information, 
would have to lie over one day. He hoped that 

entlemen would not persist in their objections to 
its introduction, but that it might be received and 
take its place on the calendar. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Brown,] as the Chair understands, de- 


tions given to Commander Randolph, or any other naval or 
i 


sires to introduce the resolution; and then, under || 


the rule, the unanimous consent of the House | 
would be required for its consideration to-day. 
The gentleman, as the Chair understands, does not 


|| day, but that it should lie over and take its place 
Is there any objec- | 


on the calendar of business. 
| tion? 

| The objections were persisted in. 

| So the resolution was not received. 


OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. BURT called for the regular order of the 





|| House is the motion of the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] to reconsider the vote 
| by which the further execution of the order of the 
ouse in relation to the election of officers had 


1 been postponed until the first of March, 1851, and | 
And on the mo- || 


| to lay that motion on the table. 
| tion to lay upon the table, the yeas and nays have 


'| been ordered. 


| the House, and on that motion asked the yeas and 
| nays; which were ordered. 


| tive—yeas 73, nays 123. 
So a call of the House was refused. 


on the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 


House in relation to the election of officers had 

|| been postponed until the first day of March, 1851. 
And the question was taken and decided in the 

affirmative—yeas 106, nays 104, as follows: 





| YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, || 
|| Ashmun, Baker, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, | 
} 
| 
| 


|| Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. 
| Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cole, 
Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, 
Duer, Duncan, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowlet, 
Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grin- 





L.. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. 
King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, Me- 
Gaughey, McKissock, Finis E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, 
Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Nes, Newell, Ogie, Otis, Out- 


law, Owen, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, | 
Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Scher- 


| Hilliard, Holmes, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Jackson, James 
| 
| 
i 
} 
| 


| merhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Spalding, Sprague, Stanly, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, John B. 
\] Thompson, Toombs, ‘Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
||} Watkins, White,- Williams, Wilson, and Winthrop—106, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. 


| 

A. Caldwell, Campbell, Carter, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. 
|} Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fireh, Fuller, Gerry, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, 
Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Holliday, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Robert 
W. Jolson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, La Sére, Leffler, 


Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, Me- | 
Dowell, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, Me- | 
Queen, Mc Willie, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, | 


Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, 
|} Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick 


P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, | 


} 

Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Wm. ‘Thonp- 
|| son, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Whit- 
tlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Woodward, and Young—104. 

| So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

{Mr. Porter declined to vote, having paired off 
with Mr. Bennet, of New York.) 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. BURT rose, he said, to what he conceived 


‘| Doorkeeper and Postmaster. 


Mr. ROBINSON moved that there be a call of | 


And the question ‘Shall there be a call of the | 
| House?” was then taken and decided in the nega- | 


|| The question then recurred on the motion to lay | 
| 


| which the further execution of the order of the || 
Also, the petition of Robert Beath and 42 other citizens || 


nell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, | 


Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George | 


to be a question of privilege. A vote had jus 
| been taken to palivons ths election of Discrk denier 
| and Postmaster of this House uantila period within 
| but a day or two of the constitutional term of this 
| House. He would submit with great respect to 
| the House, that, in the interval between that time 
and the present, theré would be no such officers as 
) ) And before he took 
his seat, if the Chair should concur with him that 
this was a question of privilege affecting the 
House, he should offer a resolution providing for 
the contingency that had arisen. The Doorkeeper 
of the House was one of those officers who were 
| created at the first session of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States in 
| the year 1789. Under the resolution which had 
been adopted by this House 
| Mr. ASHMUN interposed to a question of 
| order. He desired to inquire of the Speaker what 
| question there was before the House? 
Mr. BURT said that he did not desire to proceed 
with his remarks if not in order, 
Mr. ASHMUN said, that if the gentleman would 





| 


|| offer his resolution, the House would know what 
|| ask that the resolution should be considered to- | 


the question was to which the gentlemen was ad- 
dressing his remarks. 

Mr. BURT. I will then offer the resolution. 
‘| [have stated that the resolution was a matter of 
|| privilege. Ido not know that the gentleman from 
|| Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] heard me. 
|| Mr. BURT then sent his resolution to the Clerk’s 
| table. 
|| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
|| Carolina (Mr. Burt] proposes to offer the follow- 
i; ing resolution, which will be read for informa- 
|| tion. 
| The resolution was then read, as follows: 
Resolved, ‘That this House, having postponed tll the Ist 
|| day of March, 1851, the election of Doorkeeper, the Ser- 
geant-at-arms of this House shall perform the duties of 
Doorkeeper until the Doorkeeper shall be elected. 





|| ‘The resolution having been read— 

Mr. ASHMUN said that he objected to its re- 

ception. 
he SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the resolution is in order. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Will the Chair be so good as 
to state on what ground the resolution is ruled to 
|| be in order? 
|| The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
grounds of the decision. The House, by a vote 
|| on Saturday last, postponed the further execution 
of the order of the House in relation to the elec- 
|| tion of officers until the first of March, 1851. Un- 
|| til that time has arrived, in the opinion of the 
|| Chair, as expressed several times, it will not be in 
| order to proceed to the election of officers; but it 
will be in order for the House to appoint tempo- 
|| rary officers, or persons who shall discharge the 
|| duties of those officers. The position occupied by 
|| the Doorkeeper and Postmaster is, in the opinion of 
|| the Chair, this: they were elected by the House 
| of Representatives of the last Congress. Under 
the practice of former Congresses, from the first 
| 
| 





Congress down to the present time, the old officers 
of the previous House have continued to discharge 
| the duties of the respective offices until their suc- 
| cessors should have been elected. And the Chair 
| thinks that the officers of the last House can con- 
tinue to discharge the duties of these offices in the 
present House until their successors shall have 
been elected—holding their offices, in the irterval, 
|| by the sufferance of the House. But the House 
can at any time provide other persons to discharge 
|| these duties. They are not the regularly elected 
|| officers of this House, and they hold their offices 
at the sufferance, and by the will, of the House. 
This being the state of the cuse, and the question 
'| being one affecting the organization of the House, 
|| the Chair decides that it is a question of privilege. 
Mr. ASHMUN desired the Speaker to state 
| upon what ground he had ruled the resolution of 
| the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Burt] 
| to bein order. The Chair had given a construc- 
'| tion to a rule of the House, but upon what ground 
| was it that the gentleman from South Carolina 
| (Mr. Burt] could rise in his place and offer this 
| resolution without leave of the House? 

| The SPEAKER. Upon the ground that it is a 
question of privilege, affecting the organization of 
'| the House. Suppose that the House were without 
| officers: would it not be a question of privilege 
|| that the House should perfect iis organization? Sup- 
| pose that the House desired to remove an officer 
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duly elected: would not the question of hig re- Mr. McLANE. I object to the gentleman from 


moval be a question of privilege? 

Mr. ASHMUN appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. The resolution was notin order, upon 
two grounds: first, that under the rule no gen- 
tleman could rise in his place and offer a resolu- 
tion except on the regular call of the States; and, 
in the next place, that this resolution was an at- 
tempt to change a standing rule of the House, 


except on a day’s notice having been given. Now, 
the resolution of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Burt] contemplated a change ofa stand- 
ing rule, by superadding a new duty to those 
which the rules already imposed upon the Ser- 
geant-at-arms. 

This was clearly a change of one of the standing 


der. 
Mr. BAYLY said he could not see how there 


could be a doubt about the correctness of the de- | 


cision of the Chair. It is conceded on all hands 
that the Doorkeeper holds on only by the sufferance 
of the House. e certainly i3 not in a better con- 


dition than if he had been duly elected. Suppose | 


on Saturday he had been duly elected, and in the 
interval had committed some gross impropriety, 
such as would have made it impossible for us to 
continue him as an officer of this House: can there 
be a doubt that it would be in order for any mem- 


ber to move to depose him atonce, without waiting || 
till an ordinary resolution would be in order? In || 
the case supposed, there are many precedents. || 
Since he had been a member of Congress, one | 


such had been set. A motion was made to depose 


a former Clerk, (Mr. McNulty.) It was enter- | 


tained as a question of privilege; and he was re- 
moved and another put in his place. Prior to that 


—many years ago—a distinguished gentleman from | 


his own State (Mr. Randolph) was accosted by a 
Doorkeeper in a manner he considered disrespect- 
ful to the body of which he wasa member. He 
came at once into the House, and moved his expul- 
sion. 

It may be said these were cases of malfeasance 
in office. But this cannot affect the question of 
order. No one could know the grounds of the 


motion until it be entertained as one in order. The | 


reasons for the motion can have nothing to do 
with the question of order. That depends upon 
the character of the resolution itself, and not upon 
the reasons which prompted it. If it be one affect- 
ing the House, one of its members or officers, it is 
perceane for that reason; and the motives which 

ave prompted it cannot be considered or even 
known till the question is entertained. 

If such be the rule, where an officer is in by 
election, is it not still more clearly so, where, as 
in this case, he is tolerated only by sufferance ? 

But, said Mr. B., it is suggested by those around 
me, that the question is too plain to justify debate; 
and he yielded the floor. 

Mr. BURT. [I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the appeal is debatable. 

Mr. PRESTON KING said, the real diffi- 
culty in the choice of these officers was, that the 
friends of slavery on both sides of the House were 
unwilling to vote for any officer who was not a 
friend to slavery. This was the real difficulty in 
the choice of officers. 

The SPEAKER (interposing) said the Chair 
would remind the gentleman from New York that 


the question open to debate was the merits of the 


appeal, and that no other question was before the 
= aba for discussion, 
Cries of “ Let him proceed; go on,”* &c.] 

r. KING (continuing) repeated that the real 
diffeulty which had postponed the organization of 
the House, and which had elected officers by the 
combined votes of gentlemen of opposite political 
parties, was 

Mr. McLANE ealled the gentleman from New 
York to order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of opinion that 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York are 
not in order. 

Mr. KING. I was stating what I believed to 
be the real difficulty in-—— 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
Honse is on the appeal of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] from the decision 
of bind Chair, and that is the only question open 
to debate. 





Ot 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 











| have leave to proceed in order. 
rules, and was therefore, he submitted, out of or- || ; 
|| the whole subject on the table, and to give my 


| marks of the gentleman from New York out of | 
| order; when, under the rule of the House, which 


| not the right to make that motion? 


| by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Wi- 
| MOT. 


|| that when a gentleman is called to order, and a 
| motion is made to permit him to proceed in order, 
| the House has always indulged that motion in 


New York proceeding. 

Mr. KING. I rose for the purpose of moving 
to lay on the table this whole subject. 

Mr. McLANE. I ask that the gentleman from 
New York take his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is decided to be out of order, and the gentle- 


| man from Maryland calling for the enforcement of 
which provided that no rule should be changed || 


his seat. 

Mr. SCHENCK addressed the Speaker, and 
was recognized. 

He said that, supposing it was the object of the 
gentleman from New York to make an explana- 
tion, he (Mr. S.) had intended to move that he 


the rule, the gentleman from New York will take | 


Mr. KING. lI rose to make the motion to lay 


reasons therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Kine] was proceeding with remarks 
irrelevant to the question before the House, and 
was called to order by the gentleman from Mary- | 
land, (Mr. McLane.} The Chair ruled the re- 


was insisted on by the gentleman from Maryland, 
the gentleman from New York was requested to 
take his seat; and unless a motion is made to that 
effect, the gentleman cannot proceed. 
Mr. WILMOT. I move that the gentleman 
from New York have leave to proceed in order, 
Mr. KING. Does the Chair decide that I have 


The SPEAKER. The motion has been made 


] ' 
Mr.SCHENCK. The gentleman cannot make 
any motion while I have the floor. 
he SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Scuenck] insist upon his claim to the floor, 
he must be awarded entitled to the floor. The 
Chair need not remind the gentleman from Ohio, 


preference to any other. But the gentleman from 
Ohio has the viahe to insist upon his claim to the 
floor, and if he insist, is entitled to it, 

Mr. SCHENCK said he meant no discourtesy 
to the gentleman from New York. If thegentleman 
really desired to proceed with the discussion of the 
question in order, he (Mr-S.) would not object; 
on the contrary, he had intended to move that the 
gentleman be allowed to proceed in order. But if 





the gentleman only wanted the floor to move to lay 
the whole subject on the table 
Mr. KING. I desire the point of order to be 
decided, whether the gentleman from Ohio can get 
the floor while the question of order is pending. 
The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from 
New York was ruled out of order, and that ruling 
was acquiesced in 


Mr. KING (interposing.) Acquiesced in by 








whom? | 


TheSPEAKER. Acquiesced in by the House. 

Mr. STANLY was understood to call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker to the provision of the rule to 
show that in case of a member being called to 
order, a motion to allow him to proceed was in 
order, and had priority over everything else. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he desired to call all these | 
—a to order, as he claimed the right to the | 

oor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, | 
the Chair hopes, will allow the proper direction 
to be given to the question of order. The Chair 
is the more anxious that it should take the proper 
direction as, one appeal pending, no appeal can be 
taken to the House. 

Mr. STANLY addressed a word to the Chair— 
as was presumed by the reporter—in further refer- 
ence to the rule to which he had before called the 
attention of the Chair. 

Mr. SCHENCK (interposing.) I desire to 
know if the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
aT will not allow me to make an explana- 
tion, was willing, and intended to move, 
that the gentleman from New York be allowed to 
proceed in order; but he [Mr. Kine] says he does 
not want to discuss the question, but to move to 


lay the whole subject on the table. Before that mo- 
tion is made, I desire an opportunity to say a word. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will 
point of order, the decision, and the ap 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Kixe} was 
ceeding in the discussion of this question; he — 
called to order for irrelevant remarks; the Ch ; 
ruled the gentleman from New York out of Salis 
and requtred him to take his seat, and stated that 
under the rule to which the attention of the (), i: 
had been called by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, the gentleman from New York could 
not proceed if any member objected. Objectio 
was made by the gentleman from Maryland (Me. 
McLaye,] who required the gentleman from Ney 
York to take his seat. At that point of the pro- 
ceedings, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx 
rose and was recognized by the Chair; for what 
purpose the Chair could not say. 

Mr. SCHENCK (interposing.) Nor have | 
been permitted yet to state—— 

The SPEAKER (continuing.) The gentleman 
from Ohio was recognized by the Chair, Afi, 
that, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, W),. 
| MoT] moved that the gentleman from New Yo; 
have leave to proceed in order. The Chair enter. 
| tained that proposition until the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. Scnenck] claimed his right to the floor 
as having been first recognized. The Chair acquj. 
esced in that claim and awarded the floor to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STANLY said, that under the rule, when 


Stale the 
Peal. The 


|| a member was called to order, it was his duty to 


sitdown; and the question was, Shall he be allowed 
| to proceed in order? That question was first to be 
taken; otherwise the first gentleman who rose de- 
prived him of his right to the floor. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from New York to desire to proceed, 
not for the purpose of explaining, but for the pur- 
pose of advocating the motion he proposed to make. 

Mr. KING. I am not responsible for the mis- 

| understanding of the Chair. My only object was 
| to explain the reasons for the course which [ in- 
| tended to pursue. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood 
| the gentleman from New York. Other gentlemen 
| seem to have placed the same construction on the 
| language of the gentleman from New York—two 
| wit:, that he desired to proceed for the purpose of 
moving to lay on the table the question before the 
House. If the Chair misunderstood the gentle- 
man from New York, and he states that his ob- 
ject was to explain upon the question on which he 
was called to order, the Chair rules that he has 
the right to make the explanation. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I wish to say that I intend- 
ed to move that the gentleman be allowed to pro- 
ceed in order, if his object was to discuss the ques- 
tion. But if his object was to lay upon the table, 
I desired to submit also a few reasons which might 
tend to the same result. I wanted to state some 
reasons which have not been stated and which 
satisfy me that the decision of the Speaker is 
right. 

Mr. KING. I will explain. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I will make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has the right to proceed, to make an ¢x- 
planation. 

Mr. KING. That was my a object—to ex- 
plain the reasons for my action. And if the ques- 
tion of order. 











I call the gentleman from 
New York to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must first hear 
the explanation which the gentleman from New 
York wishes to make. 

Mr, McLANE. | I submit that no leave has 
been given to the gentleman from New York \o 
explain. Leave must be given—by whom; By 
the House; any gentleman can object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland 
will observe the point raised by the gentlemat 
from North Carolina, which the Chair sustains, 
that a member, upon being called to order, is per 
mitted to explain, and does not require the assent 
of the House. The gentleman from New York 
will be permitted to explain, and as he proceeds 
it will be for the House to determine whether !t . 
such an explanation as is contemplated by the rule 
of the House which allows him to make an exp 
nation. ‘ 

Mr. McLANE. 1 understand the point of order 
now made to be substantially the same 4s that 
raised by the gentleman from North Carolina. 
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“qghe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has the right to make an explanation. The 
ntleman from New York has been called to order 
for irrelevancy of remark. Hedesires to explain. 
He is permitted, under the rules, to make an expla- | 
sation. It will be for the House to determine, as 
the gentleman proceeds, whether his explanation is 
ofsuch a character as that contemplated by the 
wie. The gentleman from New York will pro- 


— 





pool KING. I will explain my whole object in 


rising. My object in rising was to bring this mat- | 
er toa termination. And I deemed it proper to | 


siiade to the reasons which induced me to make 
the motion which I intended to make before I took 

y seat. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] objected to those reasons as irrelevant. 
jn my judgment they were pertinent, necessary, 
actual reasons, and they induced me to rise to make 
the motion which I designed to make. If, there- 
fore, | have the floor, I make the motion to lay 
this proposition on the table. — 

Mr. McLANE. I rise again to a point of or- 
jer. [call the attention of the Chair to the 35th 
nile, which is preeisely that which I understand 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Staniy] 
to have presented. The gentleman being called 
to order, is bound by the 35th rule to take his seat, 
«unless permitted to explain.” Permitted to ex- 
plain what? ‘That part of his speech which was 
out of order, and for which he was called to order. 
Now I submit to the Chair, if the gentleman from 
New York was out of order in the remarks for 
which he was ealled to order, and for which he 
took his seat, it is not competent for that gentle- 
man, in explaining, to conclude with a substantive 
proposition for legislative action. ‘That is mys 

int of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that, 
upon a further examination of the rule, taking the 
whole rule in connection, he is of opinion that the 
consent of the House will be required to allow the 
gentleman to make an explanation. The Chair 
fell into the error of allowing the gentleman from 
New York to explain without the leave of the 
House, from disconnecting that portion of the rule 
to which the gentleman from North Carolina 


called his attention, from the other part of the | 


rule. 

Mr. STANLY. Ifa gentleman is called to or- 
der, | maintain that he has the right to have the 
motion put to allow him to proceed, before the 
gentleman from Ohio or any other gentleman can 
put him down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina is right. The Chair 
fell into the error at the moment by disconnecting 
the two portions of the rule. After the gentleman 
from New York was called to order, the question 
should have becr put to the House upon allowing 
him to proceed. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I do not want to be placed 
ma wrong position. I myself was willing, and I 
intended to have moved for leave for the gentle- 
man from New York to proceed in order, if he 
had desired to make an explanation. But he said 
he did not. 

_Mr.GENTRY. Do I understand that a motion 
is made to lay on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York was proceeding, under the impression on the 
part of. the Chair, that he had the right to explain 
without leave of the House. 

The Chair, upon further reflection, is of opinion 
that the gentleman from New York had not the 
right to the floor, but that the question must be 
put to the House; and if the gentleman from New 
York insist upon explaining and moving to lay 
on the table, the question must first be put on the 
motion for leave to the gentleman to proceed. 

Mr.GENTRY. Has the Chair entertained the 
motion of the gentleman from New York? 
we SPEAKER. The Chair does not enter- 

in i ; 

Mr. KING. The Chair does not entertain it? 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Scuenck) was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GENTRY claimed it. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
Ohio had first been recognized. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 

w whether the motion of the gentleman from 
New York has been made.or not? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 





——— ~~ —_ —— 


it has not been made. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Scuenck] has the floor. 

Mr. STRONG. I rise to a question of order. I 
desire to know whether the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair does not relate to the priority of busi- | 
ness, and whether, as such, under the rule, it is not | 
debatable ? 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
deciding that the appeal was not a question relating | 
to the priority of business. 

Mr. SCHENCK (who still remained upon the 
floor) now proceeded. 

He said, he understood the proposition of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] on 
which the appeal had arisen, to be a proposition to 
| make the Sergeant-at-arms also Doorkeeper. It | 


| Was nota proposition to abolish the Doorkeeper. | 
| If it were, it could not be made without a notice to } 
|| change the rule. It was not a proposition such as | 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] had re- | 
ferred to—to remove an officer of the House— | 
which being a question of privilege, must be en- 
tertained at once, as in the case of the Clerk, who 
was removed in the 28th or 29th Congress. Upon | 
\ what ground could this be considered a question of | 
|| privilege at all? or a question to be entertained by 
| the House at this time? It was a question which | 
| must be made under the rules of the House, and 
| in conformity with them. He desired to turn the | 
|| attention of the Chair and of the HouseTto two or | 
| three rules which he thought violated by an attempt | 
| like this to make the Sergeant-at-arms also Door- | 
| keeper. 
| Before he referred to this, however, he wished | 
| to remark that he entirely concurred with the | 
| Speaker in his decision upon other grounds. Hav- | 
ing postponed the execution of the order of the 
House to go into the election of officers—leaving 
these two officers, the Doorkeeper and Postmaster 
| 
| 





of the last House, in office—he contended that 
they remained here, if at all, precisely as they had | 
been here since the commencement of the session, 
by sufferance. And he supposed they had the | 
right to recognize them as their officers if they 
wanted to. And as long as the majority of the 
House stood by and assented to allowing them to 
act, each of these officers would have the right to 


offices. If the majority of the House allowed 
them to go on and act by sufferance, as they had 
done from the first of the session, he knew of no 
higher power. But he admitted that at any time 
while they were acting by sufferance, if the ma- 
jority attempted it, and in order, they could devolve 
2 duties upon these gentlemen, or upon other 


the case of the Doorkeeper, (and whatever applied 
to him applied also to the Postmaster.) By the 
73d rule it was provided that “‘a Doorkeeper 
should be appointed for the service of the House.”” 
The 74th provided that he should be sworn in, and 
the 75th provided that a Postmaster should be ap- 
pointed. By their rule, then, a Doorkeeper was 
to be appointed. They had postponed action un- 










































the emoluments and privileges of their respective | 


gentlemen. 
But was this resolution in order? Take first | 
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tions should be viva voce. The Chair had décided 
again and again—and he (Mr. S.) had voted 
to sustain that decision against his side of the 
House—that this viva voce requirement was a tech- 
nical one; that it could not be fulfilled by resolu- 
tion; and that if a resolution were offered to make 
any one of these-officers, it was out of order, be- 
cause it conflicted with this rule which prescribed 
that if these offices were held in any other way 
| than by sufferance it must be by election viva voce, 
i.e. by a call of the names of the members of the 
House and the answer by each gentleman of the 
person whom he preferred for the office, so ag 
to. ascertain whether the majority viva voce would 
confer upon him the office, with its emoluments 
and privileges. 
It seemed to him, therefore, in addition to the 
reason stated by the gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts, [Mr. Asumun,] that there was this other rule, 
together with the construction which the Speaker 
had repeatedly given to it, which prevented this 


|| resolution from being received in order under the 


rules of this*House: for, as he had before said; 
call it devolving additional duties upon the Ser- 
geant-at-arms, or call it whatever else they might, 
the proposition could mean nothing else; it was 
nothing else than a proposition to elect the Ser- 
geant-at-arms to be also Doorkeeper; and that, by 
-esolution, which the rule did not admit, having pre- 
scribed another form in which that officer should 
be chosen. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 


|| L understand you have decided that the postpone- 


ment of the election of Doorkeeper until March, 
1851, makes it out of order to attempt to proceed 
to the election of that officer until the day named. 
In my judgment, your decision is correct. I under- 
stand, also, however, that you have decided it to 
be in order for the House at any time to provide for 
the temporary performance of the duties of Door- 
keeper. This I understand to be the object of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burrt.]} 

But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scmenck] 
argues that the passage of this resolution will be, 
in effect, the election of a Doorkeeper. At the 
same time, he contends that the mere acquiescence 
of the House in the performance of the duties of 
Doorkeeper by the present incumbent will make 
his incumbency valid, and entitle him to all the 
emoluments of the office. Then, by the gentle- 
man’s own argument, the Doorkeeper will be 
elected by sufferance or acquiescence of the House; 
and he involves himself in the inconsistency and 
absurdity of arguing that the House can do by in- 
direction that which it cannot do by a direct act. 
I think there can be no question, sir, that if, by 
its sufferance or acquiescence, the House can de- 
volve the duties of Doorkeeper upon the officer 
of a previous Congress, the same thing can be done 
by a positive resolution; for the acquiescence is but 
an implied resolution. And if the duties may be 
devolved upon the old Doorkeeper, they may cer- 
|| tainly be upon the Sergeant-at-arms, or any other 
person. 

The matter is equally clear upon the question of 





the Sergeant-at-arms also-Doorkeeper. To com- 
bine the two offices: not to abolish the Doorkeeper: 
not to create an office that did not already exist, 
but to give to the Sergeant-at-arms, under the rule, 
an additional office, the office of Doorkeeper—thus 
combining the Doorkeeper and Sergeant-at-arms 
—and by that form of action to discontinue the 
license or assent that had been given to Mr. Hor- 
ner to act as Doorkeeper. 

Now, his first objection was, that if they were 
going to do that, they must do it under the’rule 
regulating the manner in which the Doorkeeper 
was made. Jf they turned to the 14th rule, they 
found it provided that in all cases of election the 
vote should be taken viva voce. The proposition 
now was to elect a man whom they had already 
elected as Sergeant-at-arms to be Doorkeeper also. 
They could not make anything else of it. They 
might call it devolving additional duties upon the 
Sergeant-at-arms, or anything else, but it was 
nothing more nor less than an election of Door- 
keeper. They had under their rales a Sergeant- 
at-arms; they had alsoa Doorkeeper. They pro- 
posed to withdraw the license by which the present 
Doorkeeper acted, and to elect the Segeant-at-arms 
Doorkeeper also. How could they do it? Only 
under the 14th rule, which provided that all elec- 


der that rule until the first of March, 1851. A 
resolution was now offered to do what? To make 





order. The acquiescence of the House is buta 
resolution perpetually implied. The operation of 
that implied resolution commences from this mo- 
ment, and must necessarily exist during every 
moment of the continuance of this officer in his 
place It would, therefore, at any time, be in 
order to propose to do by direct and positive act 
that which is done at every moment by indirect 
implication and silent acquiescence. The decision 
of the Chair is manifestly correct, and ought to be 
sustained. 

Mr. GENTRY said he should vote to sustain 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair, but from 
reasons entirely different from those assigned b 
gentlemen who had preceded him. He held that 
the House had very ample power to do anything 
relative to its. organization. They had the right 
to elect a Doorkeeper and Postmaster. For many 
days they had been engaged in ineffectual efforis 
to elect a Doorkeeper. Weary of these efforts, 
they had decided to postpone the execution of the 
order for the election of these officers until the 
termination of the present Congress. That de- 
cision was, in his opinion, tantamount to a dec- 
laration on the part of this House that the present 
Doorkeeper and Postmaster—that was the Door- 
keeper and Postmaster of the last Congress— 
should be the Doorkeeper and Postmaster of the 





































































present Congress. It was, in effect, an appoint- 
ment of Mr. Horner and Mr. Johnson—an elec- 
tion of these gentlemen—to be the Doorkeeper 
and the Postmaster of the present Congress be- 
cause by the law of usage—which was an estab- 
lished law, and quite as authoritative, until repealed 
by the action of this House, as er law that gov- 
erned it—until the present House elected these offi- 
cers, the officers of. the preceding Congress hold 
the offices, and enjoyed all the emoluments, and 
performed all the functions which, under the rule of 
the House, and under the Parliamentary law, per- 
tained to them. ‘The House had decided that to 
be the case by postponing the execution of its 
order. It was the law of usage of which he spoke 
—usage which had passed into a law—a definitive, 
authoritative law, that the officers of the preceding 
Congress should be the officers of the present Con- 
gress until their successors were elected. Under 
this law, so Jong as the House was satisfied with 
this state of things, these officers would act. If the 
FHlouse should become dissatisfied, hé admiited 
thatthe House could elect these officers to-morrow. 
But the House had said that they would not fur- 
ther persist in the attempt to elect a Doorkeeper 
and Postmaster; therefore, under the operation of 
this law of common usage, Mr. Horner and Mr. 
Johnson were the Doorkeeper and the Postmaster 
of the present House of Representatives, in the same 
way that the Clerk of the last Congress was Clerk 
of the present Congress until an election had taken 
place. He held, then, that the proposition of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burt] was 
outof order, because the gentleman had proposed 
to transfer from the Doorkeeper and the Post- 
master the duties assigned them by the standing 
rule of the House. There was an express rule 
which said, that a proposition to change a standing 
rule should not be acted upon the same day on 
which it was offered. He heid, therefore, that the 
Chair had decided wrongly in deciding that the 
resolution of the gentleman from South Carolina 
was in order. 

Mr. BURT remarking that he believed that the 
whole subject had been opened by the course which 
the debate had taken, said he desired to reply, by a 
very brief statement, to the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scnenck.] That gentleman 
had sought to rest this question upon the ground 
that under the rule of this House its officers were 
to be chosen by election viva voce. And yet that 
gentieman had not only advocated, but repeatedly 
advocated, in this House, a proposition which he 
now avowed was intended to continue the indi- 
vidual who now sat on the Speaker's left (Mr. 
Horner) as Doorkeeper of this House; thus avoid- 
ing the rule. If the doctrine of estoppel applied 
in this House, he apprehended that his friends on 
the other side of the Hall would have their lips 
sealed upon this question. 

Mr. SCHENCK (Mr. Burr yielding for ex- 
planation) said, so far from his having advocated a 
proposition of that kind, he had several times 
voted against entertaining such a resolution, and 
he had never until the very last time in which it 
had been offered voted for it, and then merely be- 
cause he had seen no prospect of organizing the 
House otherwise, or of extricating themselves 
from the difficulties in which they had so long 
been involved in any other way than by allowing 
the officers of the last Congress to continue to hold 
their offices by sufferance, 

Mr. BURT (resuming) said he was very glad 
to hear the explanation of the gentleman from 
Ohio, because really he thought the gentleman had 
done himself very great injustice in giving the 
vote which he had given. ie had not heard the 
gentleman at any time vote differently from his 
party. But having given that vote once, he 
thought the gentleman would understand that 
once to be sufficient to estop him. 

But it seemed very obvious that the rule to which 
the gentleman referred had no reference to the 
proposition now before the House. That propo- 
sition simply sought to enlarge the duties of the 
Sergeant-at-arms of this House. Was not this 
all? It did not seek to elect an officer. It did not 
seek to divest anybody of the power which he now 
possessed, But it merely increased the duties of 
the Sergeant-at-arms until this House should do 
what he (Mr. B.) held it to be its duty to do— 
elect its officers. Their rule enjoined it, and it was 
the duty of this House to proceed to this election. 
He intended to say nothing to offend any one as to 
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the course which the majority of this House had 
thought proper to pursue; he had no remarks to 
make about it. 


But it was enough for him to sat- | 


| 


isfy this House that that course left the House | 
without a Doorkeeper, and left the House without | 


a Doorkeeper until nearly the close of this Con- | 


gress. 
It was admitted, if he had understood the gen- 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnenck] aright, that the | 


individual who was here acting as the Doorkeeper 


| 
| 
| 


of this House had no authority whatever, and | 


acted by the mere sufferance of the House. That 
was all. 
Tennessee who was last up, [Mr. Genrry,] to 
argue that the Doorkeeper of the House, like the 
Clerk of the House, Raving once been elected, 
continued in office until his successor was chosen. 
He thought the gentleman from Tennessee utterly 
mistaken in that position. 


| 


He had understood the gentleman from | 


He (Mr. B.) had risen | 


to show that there was no other authority what- | 
ever for the Doorkeeper of this House than the | 


rule of this House. ‘That rule (the seventy-third 


rule) provided that *‘a Doorkeeper should be ap- | 


pointed for the service of the House.” There was 
no other authority for that office than that rule. 
There was no law, there was no resolution of this 


House, and no proceeding of any nature which was | 


obligatory upon the House in reference to this mat- 
ter. It should be remarked in considering this ques- 
tion, that more than one-half of the members of this 
House were not members of the last House, and 


had never had any choice in the election of this | 
He was here against the wishes of | 


Doorkeeper. 
a majority of this House, as expressed on re- 
peated occasions; he had been voted for time after 
time, and had always failed to receive a majority cf 
the votes of this House. 


Mr. PRESTON KING, (interposing,) rose, | 
he said, to a point of order, and contended that the | 


remarks of the gentleman from South Carolina 


were irrelevant to the question before the House, | 


and out of order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South | 


Carolina is traveling rather out of the record. | 

Mr. KING. I ask, then, that the gentleman 
take his seat. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina, being called to order, and being decided 
out of order, will take his seat. 

Mr. BURT, saying “ Certainly, sir,’’ resumed 
his seat. 

Mr. McLANE moved that the gentleman from 
South Carolina have leave to proceed in order. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. ' 

So leave was granted to Mr. Burr to proceed 
in order. 

Mr. BURT (resuming) said he was certainly 
very much obliged to the House for the courtesy 
they had extended tohim. He had supposed that 
the course which his honorable friends from Ten- 
nessee [Mr.Gentry] and from Ohio (Mr. Scuencx] 
was irregular, and he had thought he was follow- 
ing their course and replying to their arguments, 

Te understood, then, the precise question before 
te House at this moment to be upon the appeal 
which had been taken from the decision of the 
Chair. The question, then, being whether this 
resolution related to a matter of privilege of the 
House, he apprehended that the whole House had 
decided, for the last fortnight, that the election of 
the officers of the House, or the appointment of 
persons to perform the duties of Clerk, Sergeant- 
at-arms, and Doorkeeper, was a matter affecting 
the privilege of this House; for by the decision of 
the Chair—which had been acquiesced in by the 
whole House for the last fortnight—the resolution 
to proceed to the election of these officers had had 
precedence over all other business, and had par- 
taken of the character of privilege. Thinking that 
this proposition stood impregnably upon the same 
ground, he was content to take his seat. 

Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, rose (he said) 
not to make a speech, but to remind the House 
of afact. According to his recollection, this House 
had passed a resolution directing the Doorkeeper 
and Sergeant-at-arms to execute the rules of the 
House. Therefore, not only by postponement of 
the order for election, but also by resolution of 
the House, they recognized the present Door. 
keeper. ‘Laey had a Doorkeeper by the solemn 
action of the foie 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, said he had but a few 
words to submit to the House upon the question 
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before it. The seventy-third rule nile a 
‘¢ a Doorkeeper shall be appointed for the ea 
of the House.”” That rule remains in full f,.." 
and cannot be repealed or evaded by a simple on 
olution to postpone to a remote day. It is binding 
and obligatory wegen the House, and under jt w 
must act. The Constitution provides that « onde 
House may determine the rules of its proceeding » 
and that “‘ the House of Representatives shall cho. 
their Speaker and other officers.” The roles en 
have adopted determine that we shall have a Door. 
keeper as one of our officers, and we are bound 
by these rules, under the Constitution, to a point 
this officer. It is not necessary that he be e ected 
The rule says he ‘ shall be appointed,” and jt j, 
competent for the House to appoint or designate 
him by any means it may adopt. The resolution 
which was passed, only puts off the election; it can. 
not deprive the House of the power of appoini. 
ment; and, sir, I had intended, had | been able tp 
get the floor, to move a resolution that the Speaker 
o appoint a Doorkeeper to act until an election 
by the House. But, sir, 1 failed to getting dhe 
floor, and now the proposition comes to us in this 
shape. It is competent for the House to entertain 
it; itis bound, in my judgment, to act upon it, 

It is contended by the gentleman from Tennessee 
a Gentry] that the resolution of postponement 

oes in effect elect a Doorkeeper. If this is true 
then the only point of order which can be raised 
against this resolution is, that itis not in order be. 
cause we have a Doorkeeper already elected—and 
not that he cannot be elected by resolution. By 
claiming that they have thus made an officer by 
resolution, they are estopped from objecting to an 
appointment by the same means. Now, does the 
sesolution passed continue the Doorkeeper of the 
last Congress as the officer of this Congress? and 
if so, in what manner? The gentleman says that 
usage in this respect makes law, and he compares 
this office to that of the Clerk. Now, sir, | differ 
from the gentleman very widely. The twenty-first 
rule provides that the Clerk ‘‘ shall be deemed to 
continue in office until another be appointed.” 
This is the authority for the continuance of the 
Clerk, andon the adoption of the rules he became 
an officer of the House until superseded by an 
election. Put there is no such rule in regard to 
Doorkeeper. Now, how far can he hold over by 
usage? Usage has generally retained him until 
another election, and in nine cases out of ten that 
election has been on the first day of the meeting of 
a new Congress. I assert that there is no instance 
of a Doorkeeper of one Congress holding over 
through another Congress by usage. ‘This position 
failing, the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Gev- 
TRY] takes the ground of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Scuenck,] and contends that he holds over 
by general consent. If this is so, then the moment 
that general consent is withdrawn, the tenure by 
which he holds his office fails. Objection was made 
yesterday by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Sav- 
AGE] to the old Doorkeeper. He withdrew his 
consent to his holding over, and to his continuance, 
and from that moment the Doorkeeper of the last 
Congress ceased to have any power in this. It 
was a personal privilege which the gentleman from 
Tennessee had a right to exercise, and its exercise 
determined the continuance of Mr. Horner as one 
of the acting officers of this House. 

It is claimed that precedent has established the 
rule for continuance. But, sir, precedent has 
never held this office over but for a day, or at most 
for a few days; but when it is proposed to continue 
the old Doorkeeper in office through this entire 
Congress, there will be found no precedent for this. 
The force of precedent will be found exhausted. 
I am satisfied that the ruling of the Chair is correct, 
and ought to be sustained. 

Mr. INGE said, with the hope to put an end to 
this discussion, he would move to lay this appeal 
upon the table. 

Mr. HALL inquired of the Speaker what the 
effect of laying the appeal on the table would be? 
The SPEAKER was replying, when—— | 

Mr. TOOMBS appealed to Mr. Ince to with- 
draw his motion, to allow him (Mr. T.) to say® 
a! few words. 

‘he SPEAKER inquired whether the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Ince] withdrew the motion? 
Mr. INGE declined. ve 

Mr. BURT said he would appeal to his friend 
to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. INGE withdrew it. 
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